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just apprehension in the States sustaining that do- 
mestic institution; would be a violation of good 
faith towards the inhabitants of such Territory, 
who have been permitted to settle with and hold 
slaves, because the people of such Territory have 
not asked ror the abolition of slavery therein, and 
because that, when any such Territory shall be 
admitted into the Union as a State, the people 
thereof will be entitled to decide that question ex- 
clusively for themselves. 

The question was then taken on its adoption, 
and carried by a vote of of 34 to 9. 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Black, 
Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, 
Clay of Kentucky, Crittenden, Cuthbert, Fulton, 
Hubbard, King, Knight, Lumpkin, Lyon, Merrick, 
Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Preston, Rives, 
Roane, Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, 
Strange, Walker, White, Williams, Wright, and 
Young—34. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Clayton, Davis, Grundy, 
McKean, Prentiss, Robbins, Smith of Indiana, 
Swift, and Webster—9. 

On motion, 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 12, 1838. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee of 
Elections, made a report on the Mississippi Election 
case, which he moved to lay on the table and print. 

The report was merely on the facts, and was 
submitted by the committee without comment or 
inference. 

Mr. MAURY said he wished to submit a reso- 
lution, but it was not in order. 

Mr. GRENNELL wished to have the report 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BELL inquired of the Chair whether, if 
the motion to lay on the table were decided in the 
affirmative, it would again come up? 

The CHAIR replied it would, when reached on 
the calendar. 

Mr. BELL hoped the gentleman would not press 
the motion, but consent to its commitment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he made the motion un- 
der the instruction of the committee. Moreover, 
the report itself came to no definite conclusion, and 
contained nothing upon which the House could 
act, being merely a statement of facts, such as they 
were directed to bring forward. 

After several suggestions— 

Mr. B. modified his motion by moving to post- 
pone the further consideration of the report till 
Tuesday next, and that it be printed, which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill making an ap- 
propriation for the protection of the northern fron- 
tier of the United States, 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG the esti- 
mates of the Ordinance Department for the year 
1838 were laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. McKIM, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to provide for certain harbors, and 
for the removal of obstructions in and ac the 
mouths of certain rivers for the year 1838, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY of Ohio, from the Commit- 
tee of Claims, reported a bill fur the relief of the 
Springfield manufacturing company. 

Mr. STUART of Virginia, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill for the relief of Winslow 
Lewis. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to provide for the registra- 
tion of vessels of the United States, for the collec- 
tion of hospital money, the erection of marine 
hospitals for sick and disabled seamen on the 
Western rivers and lakes, 























Also, a bill for relief of the legal representatives 
of Nathan Sage. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Daniel 
Malone. : 

Mr. GARLAND of Virginia, from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, reported a bill to require the | 
judge of the district courts of East and West Ten- 
nessee to hold a court in Jackson, in said Sate. 








Mr. BRUYN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Return B. Brown. 

Mr. TOUCEY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to refund a fine imposed on the late 
Matthew Lyon, under the Sedition laws, to his 
heirs and representatives. 

Mr. RANDOLPH, from the Commitiee én Ag- | 
riculture, reported a resolution instructing that 
committee to inquire whether there be, and ii any, 
what encouragement may be given to promote the | 
cultivation of the mulberry; which was concurred | 
in. 
Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported Senate bill, without amendment, to |} 
provide for the payment of the annuities which 
will become due and payable to the Great and Lit- 
tle Osage Indians for the year 1838, and for other 
purposes. 

On motion of Mr. B. the bill was committed, 
and then, on his motion, also, the Honse went into 
committee on the same, Mr. McKAY in the chair. 

Mr. B. briefly explained that the suffering condi- 
tion of these Indians was such that depredations | 
and mischief were likely to arise on the one hand, 
or starvation on the other. 

The bill was then considered, when the commit- 
tee rose and reported it to the House; and it was 
ordered to a third reading, and then read a third 
time and passed. 

Mr. MILLER of Mo. from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
General John E. Wool, Inspector General of the 
Army of the United States. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Fo- 
reign Affairs, reported a bill for the settlement of 
the accounts of Richard Harrison, late Consular 
Agent of the United S‘ates in Spain. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, reported 
the following, viz: 

Bill for the relief of Elizabeth French 

Bill for the relief of Eli Eastman. 

Mr. STANLEY, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Eli 
Whaleb Spafford. 

Mr. HARRISON of Missouri, from the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, reported the following: 

‘Joint resolution directing the Secretary of War 
to cause to be examined and surveyed the inun- 
dated lands of the Mississippi and its tributaries, 
and report to Congress the practicability of reclaim- 
ing the same.” 

Mr. HARISON also reported a bill authorizing 
the Missouri and Mississippi Railroad Company to 
locate their road throughout the public lands, and 
for other purposes. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation of public 
Jands, for the construction of a military road in 
the States of Missouri and Arkansas. 

All the above, with the exception stated, were 
read twice and committed. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of Alabama, two 
thousand extra copies of the report of the Secreta- 
ry of War, relating to the defence of the Western 
frontier, with the accompanying surveys, were 
ordered to be printed for the use of the House 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a statement prepared by the Second Comptroller 
of appropriations and expenditures for the year 
1837; which, on motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, 
was laid on the table. 

The House then passed to the private orders, 
and, on motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY of Ohio, 

resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole, Mr. 


















































CASEY in the chair, and considered the following 
bills : 

1. A bill for the relief of administrator of Ed< 
ward Duval. 
. A bill for the relief of Richard Frisby. 
. A bill for the relief of Austin and Tailer. 
. A bill for the relief of Alexander G. Morgan. 
A bill for the relief of Jonathan Elliot. 
. A bill for the relief of John Wilson. 
. A bill for the relief of Commodere John 
Downes. 


te bo 


Nous. 


This bill was discussed at great length, being 
opposed by Messrs. CAMBRELENG, CRAIG, 
RENCHER, and TILLINGHAST ; and support- 
ed by Messrs. E. WHITTLESEY, PARMEN- 
TER, TALIAFERRO, LOOMIS, REED, MAX- 
WELL, and LINCOLN ; when the bill was laid 
aside to be reported. 


8. A bill for the relief of Christopher Werner. 

9, A bill for the relief of David H. Maxwell. 

10. A bill for the relief of Thomas Tyner and 
others. 

11. A bill for the relief of Melanciton T. Wool- 
sey. 
12. A bill for the relief of Joseph Nourse. 

13. A bill for the relief of James L. Kenner. 

14. A bill for the relief of James Herron. 

15. A bill for the relief of H. W. Russel. 

16. A bill for the relief of Freeman Brady. 

17. A bill for the relief of Wm. Tharp. 

18, A bill for the relief of William and James 
Crooks. 

19. A bill for the relief of James Callan. 

20. A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Farrow and Harris. 

21. A bill for the relief of Converse and Rees. 


The above having been considered, the Commit- 
tee rose and reported all but No. 12 (for the relief 
of Joseph Nourse) on which it had leave to sit 
again, and all theothers were ordered to be engros- 
sed for a third reading. 

The Elouse again resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, Mr. CALHOUN of Massachu- 
setts, in the Chair, and took up and considered the 
following bills: 

22. A bill for the relief of Robert Fulton. 

23. A bill for the relief of Thomas Fillebrown, jr. 

24. A bill for the relief of Levy Court, Calvert 
county, Maryland. 

25. A bill for the relief of Hugh McDonald. 

26. A bill for the relief of D. W. Haley. 

27. A bill for the relief of Ann W. Johnston. 

28. A bill for the relief of Robert Keyworth. 

29. A bill for the relief of Wtiliam Radcliff. 

30. A bill for the relief of Charles Benns. 

31. A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Goddard 
and others. 

32. A bill for the relief of Winthrop Sears. 

33. A bill for the relief of Henry Beamish. 

34. A bill for the relief of Frederick Reze. 

35. A bill for the relief of Squire Stearns. 

36. A bill for the relief of Nathan Smith and 
others. 

37. A bill for the relief of the owners of the 
schooner Three Brothers. 

38. A bill for the relief of Moses Merrill. 

39. A bill for the relief of Joseph Deshields. 

40. A bill for the relief of Nathan Levy. 

41. A bill for the relief of Ferdinand Clark, 

42. A bill for the relief of Thomas Cushing. 

43. A bill for the relief of the executors of John 

| TI. Peterson, deceased. 

44. A bill for the relief of Isaac Wellborn, jr. 

The committee then rose, and reported all the 
above bills except except Nos. 23 and 31 in the 
above list, on which the committee had leave to sit 
again. 


on motion of Mr. McKAY, postponed till to-mor- 
row, and all the others were ordered to a third 
reading to-mgrrow; and then, 

On motion, 

The House adjourned, 


Bill N. 22, for the relief of Robert Fulton, was, 
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IN SENATE, 
: Faivay, January 12, 1838. 

‘Mr. GRUNDY rose and remarked, that, by 
some mistake in the reports of a morning paper, he 
had been made to vote against the adoption of the 
resolution last acted upon previous to the adjourn- 
ment of last evening, when he was really absent. 
He therefore asked leave to record his vote on the 
other side; which leave being granted by unani- 
mous consent, his vote was recorded in the affirma- 
live.” 

The CHAIR presented a communication from 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Also, one from 
the same, relative to the various expenditures of 
the past year; Also, from the Secretary of War. 
Also, from the Secretary of the Navy, reiative to 
the number of clerks, and their several salaries, 
employed in that department. Severally laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of nume- 
rous citizens of Delaware, for the establishment of 
New Castle as a port of entry: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the remonstrance 
of several marine insurance officers of New York, 
against the repeal or modification of the law of the 
last session relating to pilots: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the memorial 
of the Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce in fa- 
vor of establishing New Castle a port of entry, was 
taken from the files of the last session, and refer- 
red te the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported, with amendments, a bill to esta- 
blish the southern boundary of Wisconsin Terri- 
tory: amendments adopted. 

Also, reported adverse to the petition of Thomas 
Atherton: adopted. 

Also, adverse to the petition of sundry merchants 
of Mobile, for remission of fees of suit in case of 
duty bonds. 

Mr. KING remarked, that the committee had 
made a remarkably short report; he wished the 
chairman would oblige him by giving his reasons. 

Mr. GRUNDY replied: for the best reason in 
the world. ‘There was no reason set forth in the 
inemorial which stated why their prayer ought to be 
granted. It was not the duty of the Committee to 
search for reasons which were not known to exist. 

Mr. KING remarked, that the law authorizing 
the extension of bonds on duties, had proved in 
many cases in effect worse than useless. It was 
on account of the enormous fees required by the 
prosecuting officer. It was never contemplated in 
the passage of the law that for an extension fur a 
few months, the merchant was doomed to pay four 
or five hundred dollars. The object of the law was 
to relieve not to distress the merchants. 

Mr. GRUNDY explained. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama felt some interest in the 
matier, and as he had not had an opportunity of 
examining the papers, which he wished to do be- 
fore the question was taken, he moved that the re- 
port be laid on the table: agreed to. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported without amendment, 

Bill for the relief of J. W. Jacob, of Charleston, 
South Carolina, 

Bill for the relief of Daniel Davis. 

Bill for the relief of Hannah Bradbury. 

Bill for the relief of Capt W. Bell; ~ 

And on the latter moved an indefinite postpone- 
ment. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, 

The same committee were discharged from the 
consideration of the petition of D. J. Patterson, and 
the same referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. LYON, from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, reported a bill to amend the act establish- 
ing the northern boundary of Ohio, &c. Ordered toa 
second reading. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill for the relief of W. R. 
Taylor, administrator of Jonathan Taylor; 

Also, a bill for the relief of Capt. S. Sanderson : 

Also, a bill for the relief of Bailey and Delord ; 
which were severally ordered to a second reading 

Mr. WILLIAMS, frem the Committee on Navas 
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Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Anthony 
Yale: ordered to a second reading. * 

Mr. WILLIAMS reported a bill'authorizing the 
Luilding an hospital in the District of Columbia 
for the insane, and for other purposes; with a 
proviso, ‘‘ that the whole expense of erecting and 
finishing such building shall not exceed $75,000 :” 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. CALHOUN’S RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. CALHOUN'’S sixth and last resolution was 
then taken up, when Mr. Calhoun supported it 
with a few preliminary observations. 

Mr. PRESTON moved to lay the resolution on 
the table, giving the reasons on which he founded 
his motion; on which a short debate ensued; after 
which 

The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
carried by a vote of 35 to 9, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Black, 
Brown, Clayof Kentucky, Clayton, Crittenden, 
Cuthbert, Davis, Grundy, Hubbard, King, Knight, 
Lyon, McKean, Merrick, Morris, Nicholas, 
Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, 
Robbins, Smith of Indiana, Strange, Swift, Tal!- 
madge, Tipton, Webster, White, Williams, and 
Wright—35. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, 
Fulton, Lumpkin, Roane, Robinson, Sevier, Wal- 
ker, and Young—9. 

The following is a copy of these resolutions, as 
they passed the Senate: 

1. Resolved, That, in the adoption of the Federal 
Constitution, the States adopting the same acted, 
severally, as free, independent, and sovereign 
States; and that each, for itself, by its own volun- 
tary assent, entered the Union with the view to its 
increased security against all dangers, domestic as 
well as foreign, and the more perfect and secure 
enjoyment of its advantages, natural, political, and 
social. 

II. Resolved, That in delegating a portion of their 
powers to be exercised by the Federal Govern- 
ment, the States retained, severally, the exciusive 
and sole right over their own domestic institutions 
and police to the full extent to which those powers 
were not thus delegated, and are alone responsible 
for them; and that any intermeddling of any one 
or more States, or a combination of their citizens, 
with the domestic instituions and police of the 
others, on any ground, political, moral, or religious, 
or under any pretext whatever, with the view to 
their alteration or subversion, is not warranted by 
the Constitution, tending to endanger the domestic 
peace and tranquillity of the States interfered with, 
subversive of the objects for which the Constitution 
was formed, and, by necessary consequence, tend- 
ing to weaken and destroy the Union itself. 

Ill. Resolved, That this Government was insti- 
tuted and adopted by the several States of this 
Union as a common agent, in order to carry inte 
effect the powers which they had delegated by jthe 
Constitution for their mutual security and prospe- 
rity; and that in fulfilment of this high and sacred 
trust, this Government is bound so to exercise its 
powers, as not to interfere with the stability and se- 
curity of the domestic institutions of the States that 
compose the Union ; and that it is the solemn duty 
of the Government to resist, tothe exjent of its con- 
stitutional power, all attempts by one portion of the 
Union to use it as an instrument to attack the do- 
mestic institutions of another, or to weaken or de- 
stroy such institutions. 

IV. Resolved, That domestic slavery, as it ex- 
ists in the Southern and Western States of this 
Unien, composes an important part of their domes- 
tic institutions, inherited from their arcestors, and 
existing at the adoption of the Constitution, by 
which it is recognised as constituting an important 
element in the apportionment of powers among 
the States, and that no change of opinion or feel- 
ing, on the part of the other States of the Union in 
relation to it, can justify them or their citizens in 
open and systematic attacks thereon, with the 
view to its overthrow; and that all such at- 
tacks are in manifest violation of the mutual and 
sulemn pledge to protect and defend each other, 
given by the Siates respectively, on entering into 
the constitutional compact which formed the Union, 
and as such are a manifest breach ef faith, and a 
violation of the most solemn gbligations. 






V. Resolved, That the interference by the citizens 
of any of the States, with the view to the abolition 
of slavery in this District, is endangering the rights 
and security of the people of the District ; and that 
any act or measure of Congress designed to abolisl, 
slavery in this District, would be a violation of the 
faith implied in the cessions by the States of Vir- 
ginia and Maryland, a just cause of alarm to the 
people of the slaveholding States, and have a direct 
and inevitable tendency to disturb and endanger 
the Union. = 

And resolved, That any attempt of Congress to 
abolish slavery in any Territory of the United 
States in which it exists, would create serious 
alarm, and just apprehension, in the States sus. 
taining that domestic institution ; would be a viola- 
tion of good faith towards the inhabitants of any 
such Territory who have been permitted to settie 
with, and hold slaves therein, because the people 
of any such Territory have not asked for the abo. 
lition of slavery therein, and because when any 
such Territory shall be admitted into the Union as 
a State, the people thereof will be entitled to decide 
that question exclusively for themselves. 

Mr. ALLEN then moved to append the follow- 
ing resolution : 

Resolved, That nothing in the foregoing resoly- 
tions is intended to recognise the right of Congres. 
to impair in any manner the freedom of speech, 
of the press, or the right of petilion, as secure: 
by the Constitution to the citizens of the several 
States within the States respectively. 

On this question a long and animated discussion 
took place, in which Messrs. SMITH of Indiana, 
MORRIS, ALLEN, WALKER, and others, par- 
ticipated. 

Mr. ALLEN proposed to modify his resolution, 
by striking out all after the word Constitution,” 
and to insert, “of the United States, and of the 
States respectively, to their citizens.” 

Mr. SMITII of Indiana moved to amend Mr, 
ALLEN’s proposition, by striking out all afier the 
word “ resolved,” and inserting the following : 

“That nothing in these resolutions should be 
construed or understood as intending to impair, 
or in any manner abridge the right of speech or of 
the people, or the right of petition, as secured by 
the Constitution of the United States, and the seve- 
ral States, and the right of petition is hereby ex- 
pressly declared to include the duty on the part of 
Congress to receive and determine upon the prayer 
of the petitioners.” 

This amendment also occasioned some further 
discussion, when Mr. SMITH proposed so to 
amend it as to read: 

“That nothing in those resolutions shall be con- 
strued or understood as intending to impair or in 
any manner abridge the freedom of speech or of 
the press, or the right of petition, which is hereby 
expressly declared to include the duty on the part 
of the Senate to receive and determine upon the 
petitions.” 

Pending the discussion, 

Mr. NILES moved to lay the resolution and 
amendment on the table; and on this question the 
yeas and nays were called, when there appeared 
for the motion, 23; against it, 21—as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Bayard, Black, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Clay of Kentucky, Crit- 
tenden, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Lumpkin, Merrick, 
Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Preston, Rives, 
Roane, Sevier, Strange, Walker, and White—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, 
Clayton, Davis, Hubbard, Knight, Lyon, McKean, 
Morriss, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Smith cf 
Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Swift, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, Webster, Williams, and Young—21. 

Mr. WALKER moved that when the Sen ie al- 
jours, it adjourn to Monday nex!. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


* One of the Reporters of the Globe, in the hurry 
of taking the yeas and nays on the adoption of Mr. 
Cray’s amendment to Mr. Catuoun’s fifth resolu- 
tion, inadvertent!y placed the name of Mr. Grunpy 
in the negative. That gentleman did not vote at 
the time. ‘The Reporter hastens to repair the error, 
by presenting the vote, corrected from the Secre- 
tary’s record, which is as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benton, Black, 
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Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, 
Clay of Ken. Crittenden, Cuthbert, Fulton, Grundy, 
Hubbard, King, Lumpkin, Lyon, Merrick, Nicho- 
las, Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Preston, Rives, Roane, 
Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Strange, 
Tipton, Walker, White, Williams, Wright, and 
Young—35. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Clayten, Davis, Knight, 
McKean, Prentiss, Robbins, Smith of Indiana, 
Swift, and Webster—9. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENT ATIVES. 
Saturnay, January 13, 1838. 

Mr. TOUCEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, made an unfavorable report in the case of 
Thomas Chapman. 

Mr. COLES, from the Committee on Military 
Aftairs, made an unfavorable report in the case of 
Sylvester Day. 

Mr. MORGAN, fiom the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill to amend the act 
entitled an act for the relief of James Steele, ap- 
proved 28th June, 1836, which was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading w-day. 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Pamela 
Brown, widow of the late Major General Jacob 
Brown. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked leave of the House 
to make a few remarks explanatory of his state- 
ments relative to the Postmaster General, con- 
tained in his speech as reported and published in 
the National Intelligencer of the 9th instant. 

The House having unanimously granted leave, 

Mr. U. said he had been unexpectedly called on 
in the course of debate, to explain a passing allu- 
sion he had made to old transactions, in which the 
Postmaster General took an active part, and which 
at the time produced a very deep sensation in Ken- 
tucky; that, in compliance with the call, he had 
made a statement from his best recollection at the 
moment. Since then, he had conversed with other 
gentlemen from Kentucky, whose opportunities to 
know and understand the facts were equal, if not 
superior, to his own. From such conversations 
an@ his own reflections, (said Mr. U.) I have be- 
come satisfied that so much ef my former state- 
ment as holds out the idea that the Postmaster 
General was to “mould and touch” a pamphlet, 
wrote or to be written by Beauchamp, abusive of 
the Old Court party, or implicating any of them in 
the murder of Colonel Sharp, as the price or terms 
upon which a pardon was to be granted, is erro- 
neous. I now believe the letter, in which the Post- 
master General used the words “mould and touch,” 
was written after Beauchamp’s execution, and con- 
sequently could have furnished no evidence of a 
willingness to combine with Beauchamp, then 
dead, in efforts to procure his pardon as a reward 
for political services. That letter, from my pre- 
sent information, related to a manuscript left by 
Beauchamp, purporting to be his confession. It 
was repeatedly charged upon Mr. Kendall in the 
public journals of that day, that his motive -in 
desiring to “mould and touch” the confession was 
corrupt; and from the course which the Argus had 
taken, the Old Court party, so far as my informa- 
tion extended, believed that Mr. Kendall had a 
sinister political object in view in his proposition 
to “mould and touch.” Such was my opinion 
then, and I still retain it. 

In speaking of these transactions of so many 
years’ standing, it can scarcely be presumed that I 
should precisely recollect every tircumstance. I 
have deemed it a duty to myself to correct the mis- 
take into which I have fallen, as far as my subse- 
quent information and reflection show to be proper. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY of Ohio suggested that 
the House now proceed to the private bills. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG objected, because he pre- 
ferred occupying the morning hour with the public 
business. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana, on leave, offered 
the following resolution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of reviving the act of Congress authorizing all per- 
sous wning lands on water courses in the State of 
Louisiana to enter the lands in the rear of their 
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front concessions; and into the expediency of au- 
thorizing all such claimants of land on the said 
water courses as may be unable to obtain, in the 
rear of their claims, the quantity of lands contain- 
ed in their front tracts, by reason of bends in the 
water courses on which they are situated, or other 
causes, to make their entries on other public lands 
in the vicinity of their front claims. 
RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 

The House then resumed the consideration of 
the following resolution submitted by Mr. Anams 
on the 18th ult. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to this House a eopy 
and translation of the pamphlet in the Spanish lan- 
guage, stated in the report of the Secretary of State 
to this House, to have been printed and circulated 
by the late Minister from the Republic ot Mexico, 
Gorostiza, before his departure from this country, 
and the name of a diplomatic functionary from a 
foreign Government who communicated a copy of 
said pamphlet to the Secretary of State. 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Howarp to strike out all that part relating to the 
name of the diplomatic functionary, after the word 
“country,” in the eighth line. 

Mr. SHIELDS did not rise for the purpose of 
entering into the merits of the whole subject under 
debate, but solely for the purpose of repelling and 
protesting against the allegations which had heen 
made against the citizens of the southwest in rela- 
tion to the revolution in Texas. With regard to 
the resolution itself, he did not see of what benefit 
itcould be to the country, as its principal object 
was to call for a cepy of a pamphlet, every word 
of which had been already read by every member 
of the House. But he had risen to protest against 
certain conclusions which had been drawn,reflecting 
on the condact of citizens whom he had the 
honor to represent. It had been asserted in the 
course of debate, that the citizens of the south- 
west had participated in the affairs of Texas, in 
direct violation of the laws of neutrality be- 
tween this country and Mexico. Such was not the 
case. He would contradict the charge, and affirm 
that the citizens of the Southwest had neither in 
point of fact or law participated in the revolution 
of Texas. He would assert that there was not one 
man in fifty who left the United States for Texas, 
but who went with the bona fide intention of be- 
coming a citizen of Texas. It was true they had 
taken with them arms and ammunition, but this 
was after they had expatriated themselves; and 
were they, under those circumstances, to be blamed 
for carrying means with them to defend the country 
of their adoption? Such individuals as went from 
that quarter were no longer our citizens: they were 
citizens of Texas, and from the first had engaged 
in that cause with the bona fide intention of uniting 
themselves with that Government. But there was 
not the least comparison between ‘he circumstances 
attending the movements in the southwest, and 
those of the northern frontier. The individnals 
who left the United States to render assistance to 
Texas did so after the war had commenced, and 
were invited so to do by the Government of Texas. 
They therefore could not be charged with violating 
the laws of Texas, because they had merely ac- 
cepted an invitation held out to them by that Go- 
vernment; and by that act he protested that they 
had not breken one solitary law of the United 
States, as there was nothing to prevent persons fram 
expatriating themselves, and becoming eitizens of 
another country, if they thought proper. But how 
was it with the North?) There the matter was 
widely different. A portion of our citizens had, 
uninvited, entered the territory of a foreign power, 
with the avowed intention of carrying on a war, 
under aggravating circumstances, calculated to di:- 
turb the harmony between the two countries. Mr. 
S. went into a detailed statement of the affairs of 
our Canada border, for the purpose of showing 
there was not the slightest ground for instituting a 
parallel between the conduct of our citizens in that 
quarter, and that of the people of the southwest: in 
relation to Texas. 

Mr. HOLSEY did not rise for the purpose of 
discussing the merits of the proposition immedi- 
ately before the House, but simply~to-reply to 
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the observations of the gentleman from Rénte ‘a 5 
(Mr. Menifee,) who had on a prévipud a 
when this resolution was under discussion, 

the late Administration with a breach of n 

lations with the Government of Mexico. He 
nied the impatation, and invited that gentleman 
to lay his finger upon a single instance in which 
this Government had failed to act in striet con- 
formity to the laws of nations. ‘There are buttwo 
modes of deriving neutral obligations—one from 
the conventional, the other from the natural and 
necessary law of nations. Will the gentleman from 
Kentucky produce the treaty of neutrality between 
the two powers? The subsisting treaty of amity, 
commerce, and navigation, is not of that charac- 
ter. It does, indeed, define the rights and obliga- 
lions of neutrals, whilst the parties choose to retain 
that character, but does not bind either of the par- 
ties to remain neutral in a contest with a third 
power. The treaty establishes the rights and 
privileges of neutrals, but the question, who 
are neutrals? it leaves to be decided by the 
natural law of nations. By this law you re- 
main neutral so long as you extend to the 
belligerants equal privileges. You shall not deny 
to one, in consequence of the war, what you grant 
tothe other. It ds not a violation of neutrality to per- 
mil one of the belligerants to enlist troops within your 
Jominions, provided you do not exclude the other. The 
nations of Europe engaged in war, enter the Re 
public of Switzerland and enlist her citizens, whilst 
none of the belligerants ever complain of such per- 
mission as a breach of neutrality. Let us, then, 
apply the law to the facts of the case before us. I 
shall take the strongest case put by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, of the officers of Texas enlisting 
soldiers within our jurisdiction. Now this is a 
privilege granted, we will suppose, to one of 
the belligerants. Has it been refused to the 
other? Has any discrimination between the par- 
ties been made by the Government? It is true, 
sir, that the act of 1818 excludes both parties 
from recruiting within our limits. But this act 
is a domestic reguiation—it prohibits that which the 
law of nations permits. A relaxation of that policy 
concerns this nation exclusively. With its execu- 
tion or non-execution foreign nations have nothing 
todo. All that they demand when in a state of 
war, is that the door shall be opened or closed upon 
both parties alike. If you enforce the act against 
the one, you must also enforce it as to the other. 
If you relax it as to one, so you must as to the 
other. Now, sir, I affirm there was nothing in the 
course of the last Administration towards the two 
powers of Mexico and Texas, contrary to the prin- 
ciple just stated. If the people of the United States 
choose to serve under the banner of Texas rather 
than that of Mexico, it is not chargeable to the Go- 
vernment. They actonly in pursuance of a perfect 
right allowed them by the law of nations. Nations 
engaged in war have no right to impute to a third 
power the conduct of its citizens who take part in 
the war. Such a practice would multiply the causes 
of war, and be subversive of the pease of nations. 
It is not recognised by the custom of the enlighten- 
ed nations of Europe. But as, between Mexico 
and Texas, the question occurs how far foreign na- 
tions may interfere, I shall admit it to be a sacred 
principle, that you are not allowed to intermeddle 
in the domestic quarrels of other States. The inci- 
pient stages of revolt,a popular commotion, or an 
insurrection, do not furnish proper or legitimate 
ground for interference. 

When, however, the contest has reached the 
higher appellation of civil war, you are at liberty 
to take the justice of the cause into consideration, 
and join the party whom yon may deem to have 
justice on its side. Such was the conduct of France 
in our struggle for independence. Such was the 
course of the allied sovereigns who arrested the 
march of the Ottoman in the Morea, and prevented 
him from grinding to the dust a people whose an- 
cestors are renowned in history. The war be- 
tween Mexico and Texas has been of a similar 
character. The latter are a people cradied in 
American liberty, once enjoying a federal system 
similar to our own, but resisting the overthrow of 
the Constitution and the march of a military chief 
to a throne. ‘Vhe-struggle soon assumed the cha- 
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racter of civiéwar. They were from thenceforth 
belligerants, governed by the laws of war. It was 
aright of this nation to have taken sides with 
Texas, had she seen properto do so. By that act 
she might have abrogated the treaty of amity, 
commerce, and navigation with Mexico, but it 
would not have been a violation of the faith 
of treaties. The use of her liberty would 
only have deprived her of the rights of neutrality 
defined by the treaty. But this Government has 
not exercised its right to become party to a war 
from which it is not precluded by a treaty ef new- 
trality. Ithas given no just offence to either of the 
varties, because it has been tmpartial between them. 

t has not arrested its citizens from a participation 
in the struggle; nor do the laws of nations require 
it. If the ultra-pacific policy contained in the act 
of 1818 has not been enforced, it is altogether a 
matter of domestic concern. If the Executive has 
relaxed its execution, it is for the American people 
to judge how far the nature of the contest required 
it, and is no just ground of complaint on the part 
of Mexico. 


The SPEAKER reminded Mr. H. that a discus- 
sion upon that subject would not be in order. 


Mr. HOLSEY would submit to the decision of 
the Chair, but he considered it impossible for him 
to repel the charges made against the Administra- 
tion unless he drew a parallel between the two 
cases. 


~~Mr. CUSHING had read the pamphlet in ques- 
tion, but would support the resolution because he 
desired to have. it communicated officially to the 
House, With regard to its contents, he fully 
agreed with the views of the gentleman from Ma- 
ryland, (Mr. Howard.) Mr. C. commented at 
some length on the objectionable nature of the 
pamphlet, and the conduct of the diplomatic fanc- 
tionary who had communicated it to the Secretary. 
He would ask if it was a proper act for a foreign 
minister to adopt such a course, and to make 
the remarks attributed to him? That infor- 
mation, said Mr. C. has been communicated 
to the House by the Secretary of State, and, 
until it is contradicted by the same authority, 
1 shall assume it to be correct. Was the course, 
therefore, of that Minister a justifiable and a pro- 
per one?. A course, justly remarked by my col- 
league, calculated to engender bad feelings, and an 
incentive to hostility between this country and 
Mexico. Was it right fora Minister of a foreign 
power to make such remarks, leaving alone the 
communication of the pamphlet itself? I say it 
was grossly improper, and unless the name of that 
individual is made known, it will throw disgrace 
upen the whole diplomatic corps. Until that per- 
sun Shall be designated, a stigma of disgrace and 
reproach will cling to the whole of that body. I 
desire that the individual be made known, that we 
1ay put a mark upon him, in order that the rest of 
the diplomatic corps may be exonerated from the 
imputation which must otherwise rest upon them. 

Mr. C. proceeded to state that it had been assert- 
el in the public press, that the individual was no 
other than the British Minister. He did not pre- 
tend to say whether such was the fact or not; but 
he desired to know if such was the case, and whe- 
ther that functionary, in the present delicate situa- 
tion of Great Britain and the United States, had 
pursued such a course, calculated to inflame the 
differences between the United States and Mexico. 
If, however, the amendment should be carried, and 
the inquiry suppressed, he, Mr. C. would take it 
for granted, that it was the British Minister, and 
no one else. He would place that construction 
upon it, and he desired it might go forth to the 
world that, if the mquiry was refused, such was 
the verified and established fact. 

Mr. C. was proceeding in his remarks, when— 

The SPEAKER announced that the morning 
hour had expired, and the House then passed to 
the orders of the day. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Executive communications, viz: 

1. From the Secretary of War, transmitting re- 
ports from the Topographical Bureau, accompanied 
by sundry documents, in peference to the survey 
pf the Kennebec river, in the State of Maine. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, referred to the Com- 
inittee on Commerce. 

2. From the same, transmitting a 
the Topographical Bureau, accompani 
vey of Cleaveland harbor. 

On motion of Mr. CUSHMAN, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

3. From the Secretary of State, a communica- 
tion stating the amouat of postages paid on letters 
and papers transmitted by that department by the 
Express mail. 


On motion of Mr. MONTGOMERY, refeyred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BRIGGS laid on the table an amendmen: 
he preposed to offer to the mileage bill; when that 
bill should come up again for consideration; and 
the same was ordered to be printed. 


On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, 2,000 extra co- 
pies of the message of the President of the United 
States, and the accompanying correspondence be- 
tween this Government and the British Minister in 
relation to Canada, were ordered to be printed. 


The House then passed to the private orders. 

The following bills were read a third time and 
passed: 

An act for the relief of the administrator of Ed- 
ward W. Duval. 

An act for the relief of Richard Frisby. 

An act for the relief of Austin and Tailer. 

An act for the relief of Alexander G. Morgan. 

An act for the relief of Jonathan Elliot. 

An act for the relief of John Wilson. 

An act for the relief of Christopher Werner. 

An act for the relief of David H. Maxwell. 

An act for the relief of Thomas Tyner and 
others. 

An act for the relief of Melancton T. Woolsey. 

An act for the relief of Joseph Nourse. 

An act for the relief of James L. Kenner. 

An act for the relief of James Herron. 

An act for the relief of H. W. Russel. 

An act for the relief of Freeman Brady. 

An act for the relief of William Tharp. 

An act for the relief of William and James 
Crooks. 

An act for the relief of James Callan. 

An act for the relief of the representatives of 
Farrow and Harris. 

An act for the relief of Converse and Rees. 

An act for the relief of Levy Court, Calvert 
county, Maryland. 

An act for the relief of Hugh McDonald. 

An act for the relief of D. W. Haley. 

An act for the relief of Ann W. Johnston. 

An act for the relief of Robert Keyworth. 

An act for the relief of Joseph Radcliff. 

An act for the relief of Charles Benns. 

An act for the relief of Winthrop Sears. 

An act for the relief of Henry Beamish. 

An act for the relief of Frederick Reze. 

An act for the relief of Squire Stearns. 

An act for the relief of Nathan Smith and 
others. 

An act for the relief of the owners of the 
schooner Three Brothers. 

An act for the relief of Moses Merrill. 

An act for the relief of Joseph Deshields. 

An act for the relief of Nathan Levy. 

An act for the relief of Ferdinand Clark. 

An act for the relief of Thomas Cushing. 

An act for the relief of the executors of John H. 
Peterson, deceased 

An act for the relief of Isaac Wellborn, jr. and 
William Wellborn. 

An act to amend the act entitled An act for the 
relief of James Steele, approved 28th June, 1836. 


rt from 
by a sur- 


The ‘bill for the relief of Commodore John | 


Downes” coming up. 


Mr. RENCHER moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which this bill had been ordered to a third 
reading ; which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed to Friday next. 


The engrossed bill for the relief of the executors 
of John H. Peterson, deceased, was amended, by 
striking out the provision for interest; and was 
then read a third time, and passed. 


The follo Message, in writing, was received 
from the President of the United States, by the 





hands of his private Secretary, Abraham Van Bu- 
ren, esq. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit to Congress copies of a representation 
from a late grand jury of the county of Washing- 
ton, in this District, concurred in by two of the 
judges of the Circuit Court, of the necessity for the 
erection of a new jail and a lunatic asylum in this 
city. [also transmit cupies of certain proceedings 
of the Cireuit Court for the county of Alexandria 
at the last October term, and of a representatiot; of 
the grand jury, made with the approbation of the 
Court, showing the unsafe condition of the court- 
house of that county, and the necessity of a new 
one. 

[ recommend these objects to the favorable con- 
sideration of Congress. 

M. VAN BUREN. 
Washington, Jan. 13, 1838. 

The Message having been read, was, on motion 
of Mr. WHITTLESEY of Ohio, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The following Message from the President of the 
United States, was also laid before the House: 

To the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

In answer to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 21 inst. [ transmit herewith a re- 
port of the Secretary of War, explanatory of the 
causes which have prevented a compliance wit) a 
resolution of that branch of Congress of February 


24, 1837. 
M. VAN BUREN. 
Washington, Jan. 12, 1838. 


[The resolution referred to in the above mes- 
sage was in relation to frauds committed upon the 
Creek Indians. ] 

On motion of Mr. OWENS referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

On motion, 

The House adjourned. 

HOUSE OE REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpay, January 15, 1838. 

On motion of Mr. LINCOLN, the following 
subject was taken up. . 

Mr. PATTON of Virginia on Monday last pre- 
sented the memorial ot the Native American Asso- 
ciation of Washington, signed by nearly one thou- 
sand persons, praying that Congress will pass an 
act repealing the acts now in force providing for 
the naturalization of foreigners, or so to modity 
them as may seem best calculated to secure to the 
native citizens of the United States the full enjoy- 
ment of the privileges and rights which they are 
justly entitled to under the Consitution. And also 
to make ample provisions by law for the protec- 
tion of the United States from any future influx of 
foreign paupers and convicts. 

Mr. PATTON moved to refer this memorial to 
a select committee. 

Mr. HAYNES moved its reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

M: LINCOLN of Massachusetts had moved 
the following instructions to that committee : 

With instructions to consider the expediency of 
revising and so amending the laws on the subject 
of the naturalization of fereigners, as to require a 
term of longer residence in the United States pre- 
vious to their admission to the rights of American 
citizenship, and greater checks and_ securities 
against frauds in the means and process of obtain- 
ing naturalization. 

And further to consider the propriety and expe- 
diency of providing by law against the introduction 
into the United States of vagrants and paupers, 
deported from foreign countries, for whom no place 
of residence and means of employment, and certain 
support for a reasonable time after their arrival, 
have been previously prepared ; and of requirin? 
that the owners and masters of vessels by whom 
such persons shall be brought into the country shall 
be held liable for their relief, if left in distress, for 
—— months after their being landed. 

Mr. LINCOLN now withdrew his instructions. 

Mr. PATTON said it was a matter of indiffe- 
rence to him whether it was referred to a select 
committee, or the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAYNES was decidedly in favor of a re- 
ference to the Judiciary Committee. He¢ consider- 
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ed the subject belonged properly and technically to 
that committee. 

Mr. LENCOLN adverted, at some length, to the 

t importance of the naturalization laws, and 
contended that, owing to the great changes which 
had taken place within the last thirty-five years, it 
was necessary that considerable alterations should 
be made. He asked if gentlemen were aware of 
the immense evils which were inflicted on the At- 
lantic cities by the great influx of foreign paupers 
and convicts. He thought thesubject ought to be 
referred to a select committee, consisting of gentle- 
men from that portion of the country who had seen 
and experienced the evil results of the present sys- 
tem. 

After some brief remarks from Messrs. PAYN- 
TER and BOON, the question was taken on the 
amendment of Mr. HAYNES, and it was agreed 
to—yeas 97, noes not counted, 

Petitions and memorials were then called for in 
the order of States, commencing at the point sus- 
pended on Monday last, viz: the State of Virginia. 

Messrs. MERCER, MALLORY, PATTON, 
BOULDIN, MORGAN, ROBERTSON, and 
BEIRNE, of Virginia. 

{[Mr. Mattory presented the petitions of Thos. 
Peake, Maria C. Bell, John Harper; and of the 
heirs of James Marshall, Wim. Johnson, J. 8S. 
Pell, and John Bradford. } 

Messrs. CONNOR, BYNUM, HAWKINS, 
GRAHAM, WILLIAMS,STANLY, and MONT- 
GOMERY, of North Carolina. 

Messrs. THOMPSON and ELMORE of South 
Carolina. 

Messrs. GLASCOCK, TOWNS, CLEAVE- 
LAND and DAWSON of Georgia. 

{Mr. Dawson presented a petition in favor of 
James S. Calhoun, of Columbus, Ga. asking re- 
muneration for losses sustained by him in conse- 
quence of the acts of the officers and agents of the 
General Government, by impressing his property 
for the public use, and violating certain contracts 
between Calhoun and Bass and the General Go- 
vernment, in relation to the use of the steamboat 
Anna Calhoun, running on the Chatahoochie. ] 

Alse a petition from the President, Directors, 
and Stockholders, asking of Congress to recharter 
the Patriotic Bank, of Washington, in the District 
of Columbia.] 

{[Mr. CLeveLANp presented the petition of sundry 


citizens of Floyd county, Georgia, praying the esta- | 


blishment of two post routes: One from Cherokee 
Court House, Alabama, via Chatooga Old Town, 
in Floyd county, Georgia, and near the Alabama 
line, Hopkinsville post office, Beavers post office, 
to Island town. The other from Treadaways 
post office, Floyd county, via Beavers, Gambles, 
Sininary, to Almons, in Browntown Valley.] 

Messrs. POPE, MURRAY, SOUTHGATE, 
RUMSEY, HAWES, GRAVES, WHITE, and 
UNDERWOOD, of Kentucky. 

{Mr. Graves moved that the annual report of the 
President and Directors of the Louisville and Port- 
Jand Canal for the year 1837, be referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, and that the re- 
port be printed. 

Also, that the petition of sundry citizens of 
Harrisonville and its vicinity, praying for a post 
route from Shelbyville to Harrisonville, in Shelby 


county, Kentucky, be referred to the Committee on. 


the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, that certain papers relating to a claim of 
the heirs of Capt. Thomas Lewis be referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. ] 

Messrs. SHIELDS, STONE, CAMPBELL, 
CARTER, McCLELLAN, BELL, and Mr. 
SPEAKER POLK of Tennessee. 

(Mr. Syretps presented the petition of Cornelius 
Welch, praying Congress to allow him a pension 
for Revolutionary services; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. Also, 
the claim of George P. Adams of Tennessee, 
against the United States for the loss of a horse in 
the service of the United States, which was refer- 
red to the Committee of Ciaims. Also additional 
testimony in favor of the claim of Janson Loyd; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, to which said claim had hereto- 
fore been referred.] 





Messrs. WHITTLESEY, C. H. WILLIAMS, 
MORRIS, LOOMIS, ALEXANDER, HAMER, 
DUNCAN, MASON, ALLEN, HARPER, HUN- 
TER, COFFIN, CORWIN, SHEPLOR, LEAD- 
BETTER and GOODE, of Ohio. 

(Mr. Hamer presented the remenstrance of Ru- 
fus Richardson and thirty-three others, against the 
annexation of Texas to the Union; also the petition 
of Rufus Richardson and twenty-six others, for the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Colbmbia; 
both of which were laid on the table, under the or- 
der of the House.} 

{Mr. Heunter of Ohio, presented the following 
petitions: From Wm. Walker of Upper Sandusky 
tur additional compensation. From Joseph Ed- 
wards and others, of Huron county, Ohio, for the 
establishment of a post route, from the centre of 
Bronson, Furon county Ohio, to Truxville, Rich- 
land county, Ohio. From Sandford Lesson and 
others, for the same: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. ] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. 

Messrs. BOON, DUNN, HEROD, WHITE, 
RARIDEN, and EWING, of Indiana. 

(Mr. Dunn presented the petition of Capt. John 
Craudon, praying for a pension: referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions.] 

{[Mr. Wuire presented a memorial of the Gene- 
ral Assembly of the State of Indiana, in relation to 
the harbor at Michigan city: referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to 
accompany bill No. 394, and ordered to be printed. 
Petition of J. Roop and others, citizens of Indiana, 
for a mail route on the east side of the Wabash 
river, from Terre Haute through Montezuma, 
West Union, West Port, and Lodi, to Covington, 
in Indiana: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. Petition of Elliott Baggs, 
of Warren county, La. (verified by sundry citizens, ) 
praying compensation for a horse lost in the Black 
Hawk war: referred to the Committee of Claims. 
Memorial of fifteen inhabitants of Wendell, Mass. 
praying the abolition of slavery and the slave trade 
in the Territories of the United States, where they 
exist: laid on the table. Petition of Jacob Bigelow, 
and three hundred and fifteen others, citizens of 
northern Indiana, praying an appropriation fora 
harbor at City West, at the head of Lake Michi- 
gan, in the State of Indiana: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
Petition of John Baldwin and others, masters and 
owners of vessels, shipping merchants and others, 
interested in the trade of Lake Michigan, for the 
same object: same order. ] 

[Mr. Rarinen presented the petition of Camp- 
bell Doll, praying to be placed on the revolutionary 
pension roll: referred. The letter as a petition of 
Henry R. Burnew, praying the renewal of Govern- 
ment land warrant. The petition of 500 citizens 
of Union county, praying the abolition of slavery 
and the slave trade in the District of Columbia. 
The petition of 98 citizens of Randolph county, 
for the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in 
the 1D) strict of Columbia. The petition of 119 citi- 
zens of Randolph county, praying the abolition of 
slavery and the slave trade in the District of Co- 
lumbia. ‘The remonstrance of 167 citizens of 
Randolph county, against the admission of any 
new slave State into the Union.} 

Messrs. CASEY and MAY of Illinois. 

(Mr. Casry presented the petition of James Al- 
exander of Coles county, Illinois, praying the pas- 
sage of a law authorizing him te correct an erro- 
neous land entry; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. Also, the petition of M. 
Duncan of Shelbyviile, Illinois, praying relief; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Messrs. CHAPMAN, LYON, and MARTIN 
of Alabama. 

Messrs. MILLER and HARRISON of Mis- 
souri. 

[Mr. Miter presented the petition of J. L. Col- 
lins and others, praying the establishment of a 
mail route from neville, Missouri, by the way 
ef Georgetown, Potter county, Rives Court-house, 
Oseola, in Sinclair county, to Sarcoxie, in Barry 
county; thence to Fort Gibson, on the Arkansas 
river: referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. 





Mr. Miter moved that the petition and accom- 
panying papers of David and Samuel Bailey and 
Dolly Cottle, praying Congress to confirm to them 
certain Spanish grants to lands in the State of Mis- 
souri therein named, be removed from the files of 
the House, and referred to the Committe on Pri- 
Land Claims. 

Also, that the petition and accompanying papers 
of Isaac Ruland of Missouri, praying Congress to 
grant him compensation for services rendered by 
him in the army of the United States during the 
late war with Great Britain, and tor property 
taken from him by an officer of the army, for the 
use of the United States, during said war, be taken 
from the files of the House, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims.] 

(Mr. Harrison presented the petitions of Samu- 
el Gladney, praying Congress to pass a law allow- 
ing him to select such quantity of land on the re- 
jected claim of Albert Tison as had been improper- 
ly taken from him under the same claim; of Wil- 
liam H. Duncan and William H. Taylor, asking 
remuneration for damages sustained in conse- 
quence of the alleged seizure of their goods by the 
United States; of Richard Brannin for remunera- 
tion for depredations committed on him by certain 
Indian tribes.] 

Mr. YELL of Arkansas 

(Mr. Yeu introduced the following petitions: 
William L. Widdington of Arkansas, praying for 
a donation of 320 acres of land under the treaty 
of the 24th May, 1828, with the Cherokee Indians: 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Leonard Keplar for the confirmation of a Spanish 
claim of 400 arpens in Arkansas: referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. Petition of 
sundry citizens of Arkansas for the establishment 
of a military road from Little Rock to Fort Smith, 
on the south side of the Arkansas river: referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. Petition 
of 200 citizens of Arkansas; praying a division ot 
the Helena Land District: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. ] 

Mr. CRARY, of Michigan. 

(Mr. Crary presented two petitions for a mail 
route from Marshall to Allegan. Also, a memo- 
rial of 216 inhabitants of Lenawee county for 
the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the 
District of Columbia; of 176 women of the same 
county, for the same object. Also, a petition of 
34 inhabitants of Washtenaw county, for the same 
object. Also, of 28 inhabitants of the same coun- 
ty, for the prohibition of the domestic slave trade. 
Also, of 30 inhabitants of said county, that no new 
State be admitted into the Union, whose constitu- 
tion tolerates domestic slavery.] 

Mr. DUWNING of Florida. 

Mr. JONES of Wisconsin. 

Messrs. JENIFER and JOHNSON of Mary- 
land. 

Messrs. POTTS, HENRY, FRY, PLUMER, 
DARLINGTON, HAMMOND, MUHLEN- 
BERG, OGLE, WAGENER, KLINGEN- 
SMITH, NAYLOR, TOLAND, McKENNAN, 
BIDDLE, and M. MORRIS of Pennsylvania. 

{[Mr. Kuincensmitn presented a petition from 
sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, fur a mail route 
from Indiana, Pennsylvania, via Warren, Arm- 
strong county, and North Washington, Westmore- 
land county, to East Liberty, Alleghany county, 
Pennsylvania. | 
(Mr. Henry presented the petition of Priscilla 
Greer of Juniatta county, Pennsy!vania, the daugh- 
ter andon’y heir of John McClelland, deceased, who 
wasa lieutenant in the Revolutionary war, and who 
died in the service of his country, praying for acom- 
mutation of five years’ full pay as a lieutenant, with 
interest; and, on motion, referred to the Committee 
of Revolutionary Claims. Also, the petition of 
Isaac MecCamment of Mercer county, a soldier 
in the Revolutionary war, praying for pay for 
ten months’ service in that war, for which he never 
received any compensation: referred to the same 
committee. ¥ 

\Mr. M. Morais presented the petition of Ellen 
Lacy, of Backs county, Pennsylvania, the widow 
of Isaac Lacy, deceased, asking for a pension, 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. Also, the remonstrance of 121 
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citizens of Bucks county, Pennsylvan‘a, against the 
annexation of Texas to the United States. | 

(Mr. Fry presented the petition of 105 legal 
voters of Montgomery county, Pa. remonstrating 
against the annexation of Texas to the Union: laid 
on the table. Also, the petition of 68 voters of the 
same place, praying the abolition of slavery in the 
District of Columbia. Also, the petition of Jacob 
Erb, for a pension.} 

{Mr. Prumer presented a petition signed by 
eighty-five citizens of Erie county, Pennsylvania, 
praying the abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia. One signed by eighty-five citizens of 
the same coanty, praying for the abolition of sla- 
very and the slave trade where it exists in the 
‘Territories of the United States; and one signed by 
ninety-two citizens of the same county, praying 
that ne State be admitted into the Union whose 
Constitution toleiates slavery; which petitions were 
laid on the table. Also, a memorial signed by 
citizens of Pennsylvania and New York, praying 
for an appropriation to improve the Alleghany 
river from Olean to Pittsburg; which was referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals, and or- 
dered to be printed. Also, a petition signed by the 
executors of Thomas Atkinson, deceased, praying 
for exoneration from a collector’s bond: referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. Also, a petition 
for the establishment of a mail route from Butler 
to Tionesta: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. } 

Messrs. RANDOLPH, AYCRIGG, and YORKE 
of New Jer€y. 

Messrs. CHILDS, BRODI[EAD, PALMER, 
FOSTER, McCLELLAN, FILMORE, PECK, 
GRAY, BIRDSALL, DEGRAFF, PARKER, 
LOOMIS, SPENCER, PATTERSON, RUSSEL, 
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New York. 

[Mr. Campre.ene presented the petition of Eliza 
Nichols, [for a pension; of Angelica Gilbert, fora 
pension or some other relief; of Lewis Feucht- 
wanger, praying Congress to substitute certain coins 
in lieu of our copper coins; a memorial from cer- 
tain American authors, praying for the enactment 
of an international copy right law; and a memorial 
for a canal around the falls of Niagara. | 

[Mr. Parser presented the petition of Betsy 
Warner, asking for a pension on account of the 
Revolutionary services of her late husband, Zelotus 
Warner: referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. ] 

(Mr. Birpsatu presented the petition of Randal 
Hewit, Seneca Falls, New York, praying compen- 
sation for property lost in the war of the Revolu- 
tion, and for services rendered in that war: referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. Also, 
communication from J. W. P. Lewis, civil engineer, 
on the subject of making Indian Key, Florida, a 
port of entry: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. Also, the petition of Gratia Ray, widow 
of William Ray, Seneca Falls, New York, with 
sundry documents in support of the same; which, 
on motion of Mr. B. was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs.) 

{Mr. McCurttan presented the petition of Jere- 
miah A. Winne, asking an increase of his pension 
as an invalid. Also, the petition of Oliver Spencer, 
asking a pension for services performed, and disa- 
bilities incurred, in the last war: referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. } 

- [Mr. Spencer presented the petition of Jacob 
Redington. } 

(Mr. Sisiey of New York presented the follow- 
ing petitions: Petition of Morris F. Sheppard and 
52 other male and 3 female citizens of the county 
of Gates, in the State of New York, for the aboli- 
tion of slavery in the District of Columbia. Of 
Daniel W. Lockwood, and 7 other freeholders of 
the town ef Hopewell, in the same State, for the 
like objeet. Of the same, for the abolition of 
stavery and the slave trade in the Territories of the 
United States. Of the same, for the regulation of 
commeree in such manner as to prohibit the slave 
trade between the several States. Of Lucy Sawyer 
and 8 other females of the same town, for the akoli- 
on of slavery and the slave trade in the District 
of Colambia, and in the territories of the United 
States. Of ames Harland, and 69 other citizens 
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ot Manchester, in the State of New York, for the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia. 
Of the same, for the abolition of slavery in the ter- 
ritories of the United States. Of the same, for the 
regulation of commerce in such manner as to pro- 
hibit the slave trade between the several States. 
Remonstrance of David W. Lockwood, and 15 
other citizens of the county of Ontario, in the same 
State, against the admission of Texas into the 
Union. Of Pardon Butts, and 63 other citizens of 
the town of Manchester, in the same State, for the 
like object. Of James Harland, and 67 other citi- 
zens of the same town, for the like object. Of the 
same, against the admission of any new State 
whose Constitution admits domestic slavery. 

Such of the foregoing petitions and remonstran- 
ces as relate to slavery, were laid upon the table 
under Mr. Parron’s resolution; and those which 
relate to Texas were also laid upon the table, on 
motion of Mr. Wise of Virginia. 

On motion of Mr. Sretey, the petition of Daniel 
McKenney, a Revolutionary soldier, for a pension, 
with the accompanying papers, were taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. } 

Messrs. FLETCHER, ALLEN, and EVE- 
RETT, of Vermont. 

[Mr. FLercuer presented the petition of one 
hundred and thirty-two men and women of Wal- 
den, Vermont, for the abolition of slavery in the 
Territories ; which, under the order of the House, 
was laid on the table. ] 

Messrs. 'TTOUCEY, HOLT, and INGHAM, of 
Cennecticut. 

|Mr. Hour presented the petition of John Snow, 
of Conneciicut, praying Congress to redeem Conti- 
nental money by him received for services rendered 
in the war of the Revolution.]} 

Mr. CRANSTON, ef Rhode Island. 

Messrs. PARMENTER, CUSHING, GREN- 
NELL, FDETCHER, REED, CALHOUN, 
BRIGGS, LINCOLN, and ADAMS, of Massa- 
chusetts. 

[Mr. Parmenter presented the petition of Josiah 
Bartlett and 62 others, of Concord, Mass. and G. 
W. Stacy and 51 others, of Carlisle, Mass. against 
the admission of new States whose constitution to- 
lerates domestic slavery. Of Josiah Bartlett and 
69 others, of Concord, G. W. Stacy aud 45 others, 
of Carlisle, for the abolition of slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the slave trade in the Unit- 
ed States. Of G. W.Stacy and 29 others, of Car- 
lisle, for the abolitionof slavery aud the slave trade 
in the Territories of the United States.] 

Messrs. WILLIAMS, FARRINGDON, and 
CUSHMAN, of New Hampshire. 

{Mr. Wittiams presented a petition for a mail 
route extending from Andover, in the State of 
Maine, to Colebrook, in the State of New Hamp- 
shire. 

[On motion of Mr. Cusuman, the petition of Julia 
S. Horton, praying for a pension, was referred to 
the Commijtee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. C. also presented the petition of Olive Renge 
Watts, praying for a pension: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ] 

Messrs. FAIRFIELD, EVANS, SMITH, DA- 
VEE, and CARTER, of Maine. 

{Mr. Davee presented the petition of Judah Nc- 
Lellan and 91 others, citizens of Somerset county, 
State of Maine, praying for the immediate abolition 
of slavery in the District of Columbia. Petition of 
3l males and 24 females of the same county, for 
the same purpose. Also, the memorials of Joseph 
Locke and 72 others, citizens of Bloomfield, Maine, 
remonstrating against the annexation of Texas to 
the United States; of Andrew Barnard and 53 
others, citizens of the same county, for the same 
purpose; of Delia B. Weston and 90 other women 
of Bloomfield, in the State of Maine, remonstrating 
against the annexation of Texas to the United 
States: which were severally laid on the table.] 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a statement of the amount of postage 
paid by that Department per Express mail. 

On inotion of Mr. BRIGGS, referred to the 
Commitee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion of Mr. CONNOR, it was 
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Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a post route from Hiall’s post office to 
Catawba Creek post office, in the county of Lin- 
coln, N.C. 

Mr. WISE begged to inquire of the Chair what 
had become of a resolution offered by Mr. W. 
at the late special session, and postponed till the 
present? 

The CHAIR replied, that by the invariable 
practice that disposition of it was identical in effect 
with its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. WISE said he was not aware of that fact, 
and he wished it so understood. 

On motion, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Monpay, Jan. 15, 1838. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Secretary of War, made in compliance with a reso- 
tion of the Senate, relative to the expediency of 
employing an additional number of clerks in the 
office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, ac- 
companied by a communication from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs on the same subject. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a report from the same Department, trans- 
mitting a report from the Topographical Bureau, 
accompanied by documents, in reference to the 
harbor of Southport, Wisconsin Territory, made in 
obedience to a resolution of the Senate . the 28th 
inst. Referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a report from the same, transmitting a re- 
port from the Topographical Bureau, accompanied 
by a report and documents, in reference to the sur- 
vey of Kennebeck river, in obedience to a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the 28th inst.; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. RUGGLES, was laid on the table. 

Also, a report from the Navy Department, trans- 
mitting a copy of the report of Captains Kearney 
and Sloat, and their examination of the harbor of 
Princess Ann. 

Mr. TIPTON presented sundry resolutions of 
the General Assembly of Indiana, praying for an 
appropriation for the improvement of the harbor of 
Michigan city; also, a petition from sundry citi- 
zens of Indiana, praying for the establishment of a 
post route: both of which were appropriately re- 
ferred. 

Mr. McKEAN presented a petition from sundry 
citizens of Philadelphia, praying for an appropria- 
tion for the completion of the frigate Raritan, now 
on the stocks: referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. McKEAN also presented several petitions 
from citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the admiision of Texas into the Union, and 
for the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia: the question as to reception laid on thi 
table. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
Horatio N. Crabb, late a lieutenant in the United 
States Marine corps; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Pennsylvania, urging Congress, for 
many reasons, and some of them very powerlul, 
against the passage of any international copy right 
law: referred to the Committee on the Library, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
Simeon Knight; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. LUMPKIN presented the petition of Gillis 
Hitch, praying for a pension in consideration of 
revolutionary services: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. ROANE presented the petition of the heirs 
of Raniel Trueheart, praying to be compensated 
for a building burnt during the revolutionary war: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. LYON presented a memorial from twenty- 
eight inhabitants of Saint Joseph, in the State of 
Michigan, praying for an appropriation of twenty 
thousand dollars to improve the harbor of Port 
Sheldon, at the mouth of Pigeon river, in that State: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. NILES presented a remonstrance from sundry 
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citizens of Connecticut, against the annexation of 


Texas to the Union: laid on the table. 

Mr. MERRICK presented the petition of the 
heirs at law of Daniel Zantz, praying the passage 
of a certain act of Congress for hrs relief: referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A message was received from the President.of 
the United States by Mr. A. Van Buren, his private 
secretary, transmitting a presentment of the Grand 
Jury of Washington county, District of Columbia, 
concurred in by two of the Judges of the Cireuit 
Court of said District, showing the necessity of a 
new jail and lunatic asylum for Washington coun- 
ty. ‘The Message recommends the objects of the 
document to the consideration of Congress: referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, presented the petition 
of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, praying for an 
appropriation for the construction of a dry dock at 
the navy yard at that place: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PRENTISS presented the petition of Lu- 
ther Ball; which was referred to the Committee o 
Pensions. 

Mr. NORVELL presented a petition from Eli- 
sha Sutton, of Michigan; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. PRESTON presented the petition of the 
heirs at law of John D. Treviile; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The following resolutions were offered: 

On motion of Mr. CLAY of Alabama, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of confirming the title of Michae] Armbrister to a 
half section of land purchased from Usee Yoholo, 
a Creek Indian, who was entitled to the same asa 
reservation. 

On motion of Mr. ROBINSON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for another annual term of the circuit court of the 
United States in the State of Illinois. 

On motion of Mr. TIPTON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a post route from Marion, 
by Wabash and Laketon, to Warsaw, Indiana. 
Also, a post route from Logansport to Sparta, in 
Noble county. Also, from Logansport, by Pulas- 
ki court-house, Sherwood’s Ferry, on the Kanki- 
kee and Valparaiso, to City West, in Porter 
county. 

The reports of the Committee on the Judiciary 
unfavorable to the petitions of Joseph W. Wor- 
thington and Charles S. Hempstead, were several- 
ly taken up and concurred in. 

The bili making an additional appropriation for 
the removal of the great raft of Red river, was 
read the third time and passed. 

On metion of Mr. BUCHANAN, 

The bill to amend the act in addition to the act 
for the funishment of certain crimes against the 
United States, and to repeal the acts therein men- 
tioned, was taken up. 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed that it was proper 
he should give an explanation of the principal pro- 
visions of the bill now before the Senate, and he 
should perform this duty with as much brevity as 
possible. The committee on Foreign Relations 
(said Mr. B.) have carefully examined the act of 
the 20th April, 1818, which embodied all the for- 
mer laws on the subject of our neutral relations, 
and have found that it is well adapted to enforce 
the observance of our duties towards belligerent 
nations. They, therefore, do not propose to make 
any material change in its provisions. Under that 
law, the citizens of the United States are not pro- 
hibited from carrying on any trade sanctioned by 
the law of nations; nor is it the purpose of this bill 
to abridge or interfere with any such lawful trade. 
The citizens of the United States have an unques- 
tionable right to sell arms and munitions of war to 
the citizens or subjects of belligerent powers who 
come here to purehase them, without any viola- 
tion of our neutral obligations. After this pur- 
chase has been made, the buyer must get these ar- 
ticles to the place of their destination as well as he 
can, If{ they are captured beyond the jurisdiction 
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of this country, by the forces of his enemy, he sus- 
tains the loss; but that enemy has no right to ask 
our Government to prevent such sales. Again: 
any citizen of the United States may carry arms 
and munitions of war for sale to one belligerent 
nation without vioiating the neutrality of his coun- 
try towards the other. Such a trade is not prohi- 
bited by the law of nations. [1 is true that such ar- 
ticles, if captured by the enemy on their passage, 
will be forfeited as contraband of war; but this is 
the only penalty imposed on such a trade by the 
law of nations. Itis a question in which the Go- 
vernment of the neutral country has no concern. 
Our policy has ever been to promote the greatest 
freedom of commerce consistent with our neutral 
ob.igations. As regards our trade by sea with all 
foreign nations in arms and munitions of war, this 
bill makes no change. It will remain precisely as 
it was. 

What, then, is the object of this bill? We have 
three neighbors on our frontiers, Canada, Texas 
and Mexico; and the duties of good neighborhood 
required something more from us in relation to 
them than could be strictly demanded under the 
law of nations. In Europe, reciprocal treaties be- 
tween conterminous nations generally regulate this 
matter. In order to preserve peace along the fron- 
tiers, it is absolutely necessary that such regula- 
tions should exist. It is against all reason and 
justice, that in case of a suddea commotion in a 
neighboring conntry along our frontiers, the citizens 
of the United States should be permitted to take 
part with the insurgents, by furnishing them with 
vessels, arms, and munitions of war, for the ex- 
press purpose of aiding and assisting in such hosti- 
lities. If this be tolerated, then it is in the power 
of the people along the borders of our country to 
force the whole nation into a war, whenever any 
number of dissatisfied individuals rise against the 
established Government of a neighboring State. It 
is our duty to prevent our citizens from aiding in 
every revolutionary movement against a neighbor- 
ing Government. To prevent and to remedy such 
evils, is the sole object of the present bill. This bill 
inflicts no penalties whatever: it is a measure of 
prevention, not of punishment. The first section 
provides for the seizure of any vessel belonging to a 
citizen of the United States, and of the arms 
and munitions of war which may be found therein, 
which is about to pass our frontier, when the cir- 
cumstances of the case shall render it probable, 
that she is destined to be employed in carrying on 
hostilities against the citizens, subjects, or property 
of a conterminous friendly State or Territory, or in 
giving aid and comfort to the persons carrying on such 
hostilities, by conveying to their assistance men, 
arms, or munitions of war. The vessel and the 
arms thus seized are to be restored to the owner, as 
soon ashe gives security that they shall not be 
employed in violating the provisions of the bill. 
In case he shall not give such security, they will 
be detained until the President orders’ them to be 
restored. It will strike every Senator at once, 
that such a provision is necessary to preserve the 
tranquillity of the country along the lakes and 
rivers which are the boundaries of our territory. 

The second section makes a similar provision for 
the seizure and detention of arms and munitions of 
war belonging to a citizen of the United States, 
when the circumstances of the case render it pro- 
bable that they are about to be carried across the 
frentier for the same hostile purposes. 

Such provisions are not new to our law. The 
10th and 11th sections of the act of April, 1818, 
afford a precedent for the first two sections of this 
bill. The owner of any vessel described in those 
sections, before it is permitted to leave the United 
States, is obliged to give security that it shall not 
be employed in carrying on hostilities against a 
friendly power. 

Mr. B. said he deemed it unnecessary for the 
present to go further into the subject. He was pre- 
pared, however, to give any further explanation 
which any Senator might require. One observa- 
tion he would make before he took his seat. In a 
New York paper which he received this morning, 
he had seen, with equal astonishment and regret, 
a letter from Col. M’Nabb, commanding a portion 
of her Britanic Majesty’s forces in Canada, in 
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which’ he not only avows that the outrage oti the 
steamboat Caroline was commited by his orders, 
but heglories in the deed. He fancies thata Cay 
tain in the royal navy has acquired fresh laurels by 
becoming his agent in conducting this cowardly ai- 
tack, upon our unarmed and unsuspecting citizens. 
If any thing were wanting to aggravate the enormi- 
ty of this wanton outrage upon our territory and 
jurisdiction, it would be found in its open avowal 
of justification by .a British officer, high in com- 

mane. The British Government would have had 

an equal right to send one of their ships of war into 

the harbor of Boston or New York, to capture any 

American vessel at anchor there, which they sus- 

pected of hostile intentions against their country. 

The sovereignty and jurisdiction of the Uni- 

ted States over our own territory has been 

grossly violated; and if any thing could prevent 

him from doing his duty in regard to this bill, it 

would be the indignant feelings which had been 

excited in his bosom by a perusal of this letter ot 

Col. McNabb. But the wrong which we have 

suffered ought not to prevent us from doing justice. 

We were bound to perform our duties towards all 

nauons ; and we were imperatively bound to de- 

mand of the British Government to hold Colonel 

McNabb to a strict account for his conduct, and 

not to be satisfied without the most ample atone- 

ment. 

He would now conclude by offering the three 
sections which he held in his hand as a substitute 
for the first three sections of the bill. The purpose 
of this amendment was to render the bill more 
specific, to confine its operation with greater pre- 
cision to cases which might occur along our in- 
terior frontiers, and to expressly exclude any idea 
of interference with our trade by sea in arms and 
munitions of war. 

Mr. RUGGLES hoped the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania would not press the consideration of hi: 
amendment at the present time. He wished it 
printed, that he might have an opportunity to ex- 
amine its provisions. He was not now prepared to 
say what effect the provisions of the bill would 
have upon the condition of things on our North- 
eastern border. MMe wished time to consider whe - 
ther any and what modifications of the propose: 
amendment may be necessary to meet the case re- 
ferred to. It is doubtless in the recoliection of the 
committee, that a large portion of the territory of 
Maine is now, and has been for a number of years, 
in the possession of Great Britain. If troops or 
arms should be transported into that part of the 
territory of Maine by the Government of that 
State, for the purpose of taking possession ef and 
defending it, would it be a violation of the provi- 
sions of the bill, and justify the President in order- 
ing their apprehension and seizure? If this Go- 
vernment does not protect her jurisdictional rights, 
he trusted she would be left at liberty to defend her 
own soil. He saw no good reason for urging fo1- 
ward the action of the Senate on the bill under 
consideration, and hoped it would be postponed a 
day or two at least. He said it was understood 
that despatches had been recently received froin 
the British Government, or are soon expected. 
They might perhaps contain something from that 
Government relating to the subject of the boundary. 
If satisfactory, very well. If the matter is left 
where it has been for the last eight or ten years, it 
will be time to consider whether our relations with 
that Government require the passage of this bill, 
or what modifications it ought to receive. He 
presumed the Senator would consent to a postpone- 
ment of the matter for the present. 

Mr. BUCHANAN had no disposition to hurry 
this bill; at the same time, if it were to pass ai all, 
it would be well if it passed speedily. The ameni- 
ment he had proposed to this bill did not vary its 
several principles in any respect; but it confined their 
operation, in express terms, to the foreign States 
and colonies conterminous with the United States. 
The committee thought that the bill required this 
amendment; otherwise it might possibly interfere 
with the general law which regulated our trade 
with foreign nations. If the Senator (Mr. Rug- 
gles) had any amendment to offer in reference io 
Maine, it would be as well to consider it now as at 
any other time. The committee, Mr. B. said, had 
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charged him with the duty of bringing forward this 
bill at the earliest period, and it was his fault, per- 
haps, that it had been delayed till the abolition 
question was determined. If, however, the gentle- 
man wished a postponement till to-morrow, he had 
no objection to grant it. 

Mr. RUGGLES said he did not wish to be un- 
derstood by that Senator, nor by the Senate, as 
having any disposition to throw unreasonable 
embarrassments in the way of the progress of the 
bill, although he must say that he should feel 
much less anxiety for its passage on account of the 
circumstance the Senator from Pennsylvania had 
mentioned. He alluded to the information we 
have received this morning, that the gross and fla- 
grant outrage on the Niagara frontier, (he referred 
to the atiack upon, and destruction of the Caro- 
line,) was avowed by the commanding officer in 
that vicinity as having been committed by his di- 
rection. He was satisfied with the proposition to 
adopt the amendment as matter of form, and to 
have it printed for further consideration. 

Mr. BUCHANAN considered that it would be 
very unfortunate, indeed, if the important question 
of the Maine boundary should be mixed up with 
the matters contained in this bill. That question 
would of itself be sufficient to command the anx- 
jous and undivided attention of Congress when it 
should be preperly preseated. At present, he un- 
derstood from high authority, that an answer was 
daily expected at the Department of Siate, from 
the British Government, to the last proposition 
made by this Government. For aught he knew, 
it might, at this very ume, have been actually re- 
ceived. The negotiation was about to close; and, 
at this moment, to take the question out of the 
hands of the Executive, and introduce it into a bill 
to preserve thé peace of our frontiers, would, in his 
opinion, be exceedingly ill-timed. 

The amendment, Mr. B. said, did no more than 
to define, with greater precision, the objects to 
which the bill was intended to apply. He trusted, 
therefore, that thc Senator from Maine would per- 
mit the question to be taken upon this amend- 
ment. After its adoption, he wou'd move to post- 
pone the bill, and make it the special order of the 
day for to-morrow, and to print the amendment. 

The amendments were then agreed to, and the 
bill was postponed to, and made the order of the 
day for to-morrow. 

The bill for the relief of certain persons therein 
named, was taken up in Committee of the 
Whole, and afier considerable discussion was 
amended, and ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading. 

The bill for the relief of the steamboat company 
of Nantucket, was amended, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

The bill for the relief of Caroline E. Clithe- 
rall was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The following bills were also considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and severally ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading: 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy of 
Arkansas. 

{The bill for the benefit of John H. Hall: was 
afler a shurt discussion, laid on the table.} 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Ferguson. 

The bill fer the relief of Thomas A. Smith. 

The bill for relief of the legal representatives of 
Fiancis Cazot. 

The bill for the relief of the owners of the ship 
Alleghany or their legal representatives. 

The following bills from the House were seve- 
rally read twice, and referred. 

The bill for the relief of Isaac Wellborn, jr. and 
William Wellborn. 

The bill to amend the act for the relief of 
James Steel, approved 28th June, 1836. 

The bill for the relief of Christopher Werner. 

The bill for the relief of James Hellen. 

The bill for the relief of the administrators of 
Edward W. Duval. 

The bi!l for the relief of Jonathan Elliott. 

The bill for the relief of John Wilson. 

The bill for the relief of Doctor David H. 
Maxwell. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas Tyler and 
others. 





The bill for the relief of Melancthon T. Wool. 
sey. 
The bill for the relief of James L. Kenner. 
The bill for the relief of H. W. Russell. 
The bill for the relief of Freeman Brady. 
The bill for the relief of Alexander G. Morgan. 
The bill for the relief of Charles Bell. 
The bill for the relief of Winthrop Sears and 
others. 

The bill for the relief of Henry Bemis. 

The bill for the relief of Frederick Reese. 

The bill for the relief of Squire Stearns. 

The bill for the relief of Nathan Smith and 
others. 

The bill for the relief of the owners of the schoo- 
ner three brothers. 

The bi!l for the relief of Moses Merrill. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Dashiels. 

The bill for the relief of Nathan Levy. 

The bill for the relief of Ferdinand Clark. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas Cushing. 

The bill for the relief of John A. Peterson, exe- 
cutor of John H. Peterson, deceased. 

On motion of Mr. KING, the Senate then went 
into Executive business. 

And when the doors were opened, 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Turespay, January 16, 1838. 
MISSISSIPPI ELECTION. 

The first business in order was the consideration 
of the report of the Committee of Elections, on the 
case of the Mississippi election, which had been 
postponed to this day. 

The subject having been announced from the 
Cualir, 

Mr. BRONSON rose and intimated his wish to 
offer a resolution. 

Mr. WISE inquired if it would be in order. 

The CHAIR replied not, unless it related to the 
subject matter under consideration. 

Mr. BRONSON saying that it did, the resolution 
was read as follows: 

Resolved, That S. S. Prentiss and Thomas J. 
Word are not members of the 25th Congress, and 
are not entitled to seats in this House. 

M:. WISE moved the preliminary motivn that 
the gentlemen referred to have leave to appear 
within the bar of the Mouse, touching their right to 
seats therein, as representatives from the State of 
M ssissippi. 

Mr. W. at first modified his resolution, by 
substituting for the words “have leave,” the words 
‘are entitled,” but subsequently retained the origi- 
nal words, at the suggestion, he said, of several 
gentlemen near him. At the same time, he added, 
he took that opportunity of saying that, by the 
term ‘ have leave,” these gentlemen did not waive 
the position they had assumed before that House, 
the Government and the nation, and that that 
House had not the power to deny the State of Mis- 
sissippi the right of representation upon that floor. 
Mr. W. retained the expression only because it 
was the customary form of words. 

Mr. HOWARD, after alluding to the indisposi- 
tion of Mr. Cuiarsporne, stated that he had in his 
possession a paper from that gentleman, containing 
a statement in relation to the subject before the 
House, which he desired might be read by the 
Clerk, and afterwards printed. 

Mr. BELL objected. ° 

Mr. WISE had no objection to the printing of 
the paper, but could not consent to its reading, 
which weuld interfere with the resolution. 

Mr. HOWARD observed that as the statement 
on the other side had been printed and laid upon 
the tables of members, it was no more than fair 
that the paper of Mr. Craizorne should be laid 
before the House as early as possible. 

Mr. BELL referred to the case of Arnold of 
Tennessee, and proposed to amend the resolution 
so asto make it conform to the precedent established 
in that case, as follows: 

Resolved, That S. S. Prentiss and Thomas J. 
Word have leave to occupy seats within the bar of 
this House pending the discussion ef the report of 
the Committee of Elections upon theirapplication ; 
and that they have leave to speak to the merits of 





their application, and the report of the committee 
thereon. 

Mr. WISE accepted the modification. 

Mr. FOSTER objected to the words “ Within 
the bar.” He considered the resolution ought ro 
be worded so as to preclude any debate on the pa rt-of 
the claimants after they had closed their argument 
He did not think it right that they should be per- 
mitted to mingle in debate with members of the 
House after making their arguments on the ques- 
tion they were interested in. With that view. he 
moved to amend the resolution as follows: ; 

Resolved, That S. S. Prentiss and Thomas J 
Word have leave to appear at the bar of this 
House, and argue on the merits of their application 
for seats therein. 

Mr. BELL hoped the gentleman from New York 
would not make any technical objections to the re- 
solution, which was worded in strict conform 
with established precedent. 

Mr. FOSTER made some brief remarks in sup- 
port of his amendment. He contended that the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Bell) had selected 
a single isolated case, and that all the other prece- 
dents would be found against him. 

Mr. WISE regretted that any opposition of that 
nature should have been made to the resolution. It 
was a matter of no consequence to him where the 
claimants were heard, whether “ within” the bar, 
or “‘ at” the bar, so that they were heard. Mr. W. 
alluded to the high respectability of the gentlemen, 
and hoped that the House would treat them in a 
manner worthy of the station they occup.ed, as re- 
presentatives sent by the people of Mississippi. 

Mr. POPE objected to the word ‘‘bar” being in- 
troduced at all into the resolution. To him it gave 
the matter the appearance of a trial in a court of 
justice, and was derogatory to the highly respecta- 
ble gentlemen claiming their seats. He wished the 
word to be struck out altogether. 

Mr. WISE suggested to Mr. P. that the word 
“bar” had its parliamentary sense, as well as the 
sense when applied to a court of justice. In the 
present case it had a general meaning, and signified 
“the House.” 

Mr. BELL protested against the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York, inasmuch as it 
appeared to him an attempt to narrow down into 
the least possible compass the privileges which 
might be allowed to the claimants. He wonld ask 
the gentleman what there was in the present case 
which required such extraordinary rigor? Was 
it not cenducted in strict conformity with the for- 
mer practice of the House? Mr. B. contended 
that the present case was not an ordinary case of a 
contested election. It was a distinctive election by 
the people of Mississippi, not at all connected with 
the preceding one. If the matter were at the op- 
tion of the gentlemen, he admitted it would bea 
different affair, but such was not the case; they 
came as representatives from the people of Mis- 
sissippi, and ceuld not recede. All that was asked, 
was the same privileges might be granted to them, 
as were granted in the cases of Arnold and New- 
land. 

Mr. GLASCOCK regretted there should be any 
unnecessary discussion on the subject. He saw 
no benefit to be derived from the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York, because, 
if either proposition were adupted the claimants 
would have the privilege of being heard, which 
was all that was desired. It wasof no impor- 
tance whether they were within the bar or at the 
bar, as the object contemplated would be accom- 
plished. The amendment was a mere technical 
objection, and of no consequence whatever. The 
claimants were gentlemen of high standing, and 
he had no doubt that they would be treated with 
proper courtesy by the House, and that the ques- 
tion would be decided in conformity with the Con- 
stitution, at the same time with due deference to 
the laws of Mississippi. 

Mr. HAMER saw no manner of use in the pro- 
posed amendment, as whether it were adopted or 
not, the result would be the same. In his opinion 
the original resolution was amply sufficient. 

Mr. REED hoped that whether the amendment 
was adopted or not, the gentlemen from Mississipp: 
would be treated with proper courtesy, and allowed 
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the same privileges as in former cases of the same 
ature. 
Mr. CUSHING was opposed to the amend- 


ment. 
Mr. HAYNES saw no benefit which would 
arise from the adoption of the amendment, as 


whether the claimants were said to be “ within” - 


the bar, or “‘at” the bar, it would amount to the 
same thing. 

After some remarks from Mr. BIDDLE, in op- 
position to the amendment, 

Mr. FOSTER assured the House that he had 
no objection to the situation occupied by the claim- 
ants. His only object in offering the amendment 
was to provide, that after the claimants had closed 
their argument, they should not then be allowed to 
mingle in debate with members of the House. If 
the original resolution would accomplish that ob- 
ject, he had no objection to withdraw his amend- 
ment ; but as the resolution made no such provision, 
he would still press his modification. 

Mr. BOON moved the previous question, which 
was ordered—ayes 85, noes not counted. 

The main question was then ordered without a 
count, and Mr. BELL’S resolution agreed to with- 
out a division. 

The SPEAKER then directed the officers of the 
House to provide seats for Messrs. Prentiss and 
Word, which were placed for them in the centre 
aisle, and those gentlemen having taken their seats, 
ihe Speaker communicated io them the order of 
the House, and informed them that they were at 
liberty to address the House in relation to their 
application. 

Mr. HOWARD then renewed his application to 
present a paper prepared by the Hon. Mr. Cxaj- 
BORNE, One of the sitting members, who was con- 
fined to his bed from a severe attack of illness. 

Mr. BELL objected; but if the one statement 
should be read, he should move to have the state- 
ment of the applying members read also. How- 
ever, he wished the House to determine, in the first 
place, when they would take up this question with 
a view to decide it. Mr. B. had prepared a resolu- 
tion for the purpose. 

Mr. WISE made a brief statement in relation 
to the paper of the claimants, laid on the tables of 
the members yesterday, which produced a reply 
from Mr. Guo.son, and some remarks of a most 
painfully personal character passed between them. 

The CHAIR interposed, and both gentlemen 
having taken their seats, the question on reading 
Mr. Craiporne’s statement was propounded to the 
House, and assented to. It was then read as fol- 
lows : 

MR. CLAIBORNE’S ARGUMENT. 

A severe illness, which confines me to my room, 
will prevent my taking part, personally, in the 
discussion of the questions in which | am inte- 
rested, growing out of the recent elections in the 
State of Mississippi. I feel itto be proper and 
necessary, therefore, to communicate, in writing, 
those views which, were I able, I should, at a fit- 
ting time, express on the floor of the House of Re- 
presentatives. This course seems to be the more 
requisite, inasmuch as my collegue, who has a 
joint interest with me in the subject, is also con- 
fined to his room by indisposition. 

Iam fully aware of the kindness and ability of 
the friends who, in my absence, will maintain my 
rights; and perhaps I may only weaken the effect 
of their exertions in my behalf, by whatI may now 
say. I believe, too, that no unfair advantage of 





the credentials of a member elect are rarely, if 
ever, demanded, when he presents himself to qua- 


have their credentialsin their possession. All that is 
necessary is satisfactory evidence of the election of 


in which this is to be given. 
by the‘Constitution, is “the judge of the elections, 
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even, might not, in any degree, be attributable to 
our absence or our silence. 

At the special session in September last, the 
House, after full investigation, decided that my 
colleague and myself were entitled to our seats for 
the entire term of the 25th Congress. The question 
then settled was one of law, arising out of the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the laws of the 
Siate of Misssssippi. The only facts involved were 
the proclamation of the Governor of that State, and 
the consequent election, by a majority of votes, of 
my colleague and myself; facts wnich no one then 
or since has pretended to deny, and the evidence of 
which was before the Committee of Elections, and 
afterwards before the House. Although we were 
the only persons claiming seats as members elect 
from Mississippi, the decision made in our case 
cannot be termed an ex parte one. An ex parte de- 
cision is one in which the facts on one side only 
are exhibited; or, all the facts being exhibited, the 
argument on one side only is heard. In the case 
of my colleague and myself, our right to qualify 
was denied and put in issue, when we presented 
ourselves for that purpose, before the House was 
organized. The aflirmative and negative of the 
proposition were distinctly made out, and their re- 
spective supporters in the House were arrayed 
against each other. My colleague and myself 
were, in fact, placed, by the course that was pur- 
sued, upon the defensive; and in the prolonged de- 
bate to which the subject gave rise, the talent, in- 
dustry, perseverance, and warmth manifested on 
both sides, left nothing unsaid whieh, by way of 
argument or illgstration, could be brought to bear 
upon the questions involved in the discussion. 
Neither for want of facts nor of argument, there- 
fore, can the decision of the House, in September 
last, in the matter of the Mississippi election, be 
called an ex parte one; but it must be considered as 
a grave and solemn adjudication deliberately made 
by the competent and only authority. 

The question that now presents itself is, Shall 
the decision, thus made, be reviewed, to the end 
that it may be reversed; because, differing in opi- 
nion from a majority of the House of Representa- 


Lives, the Governor of Mississippi, pursuing the 


literal tenor of a law of that State, has erdered a 
new election to fill a supposed vacancy in its re- 
presentation, after the House of Representatives, 
the only constitutional judge in the matter, had de- 
termined that no such vacancy existed? Had the 
new election not been ordered, or had the present 
claimants not appeared, it is not for a moment to 
be supposed that the House of Representatives, of 
its own motion, would have reversed its decision 
in favor of my colleague and myself, at this or at 
any other time. Is there any thing in the facts 
which requires itto do so now? Has any new 
fact, necessary to a correct decision, been brought 
a light, which was not before the Committee of 
Elections and the House in September last? 

I have heard it suggested that, in September, 
the credentials of my colleague and myself were not 
before the committee. Now, it is well known that 


ify; and, that, perhaps, not one-half of the members 


the individual. The law points ont no particular mode 
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returns, and qualifications, of 1ts own members,” is 
the judge, necessarily, of the evidence of their elec- 
tion, or, in other words, their credentials; and cases 
have occurred in which the House, not satisfied 
with the evidence of election presented, has taken 
testimony to show that the party presenting it has 
received illegal votes; and therefore, although hold- 
ing the ordinary credentials, was not entitled to his 
seat. The credentials of the ordinary form are, 
therefore, of themselves, of no binding authority; 
and if the exhibition of them would not estop an 
examination into our title to our seats, the want 
of them, if the House were satisfied of our election 
by other means, could not defeat our title: this is 
evident. The evidence of our right to our seats, 
presented in September last, was a statement from 
the Secretary of State of Mississippi, under the 


my absence would by taken by any one member 
of the House. But it is right that the views enter- 
tained by me should be expressed, in justice to my- 
self; so that, whatever may be the result, there may 
remain some evidence that I supported, to the best 
of my ability, what I conceive to be the cause of 
those whose votes entitled me to a seat upon the 
floor; and that there may be no ground for saying 
hereafter, that, from overweening confidence, or 
carelessness, or doubt, I did not avail myself of the 
best opportunity of doing so that circumstances af- 
forded. I am fully persuaded, too, that the gen- 
tlemen who claim the seats of my colleague and 
myself, would themselves prefer that we should 
adopt this mode of presenting our views to the 
House; so that their success, were they to succeed 
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great seal of office, of the votes cast in the then re- 
cent (July) election. The ordinary certificate 
of election, or credentials, were forwarded to 
my colleague, but never received by him. 
Those sent to me were received; but, per- 
ceiving that they contained the limitation of 
the term of ‘service mentioned in the Gover- 
nor’s writ to hold the election, we applied for, 
and obtained, the statement from the Secretary 
of State to be used in their stead. All this was 
distinctly stated by us to the Committee of Elec- 
tions in September last. Now the only matte: 
which appeared in the credentials, besides the 
election of my colleague aud myself, was, that 
we were elected for the special session only. ‘This 
is all that is pretended. Had this appeared in 
the credenuals only—had we, by not presenting 
the credentials, withheld the only evidence of this 
matter, there would be some ground for the sug- 
gestion now made, that the credenuals, not having 
been before the committee or the House, all the 
facts were nct presented, and that the case, at this 
ume, should be re-opened to let in a new fact. 
But is this so?) Why, what was the question that 
so long occupied the aitenuon of the House in 
September? Did it not grow out of the very fact, 
now pretended to be a new one, thal the Governor's 
writ was for an elecuon for the special session 
only? Was aot the only queston before the 
House, the question whether we were elected tor 
the special session, or for the whole term of ihe Con- 
yress? And is it not strange that it should be 
contended now, that the House was without evi- 
dence of the faci, the existence of which—the 
uncoutroverted truth of which—was the sole cause 
of ali the protracted and excited debate to which 
the Mississippi election of July gave rise? The 
fact that we received a majority of the voles then 
cast, was undeniable. The tact that those votes 
were given at an election held under a writ order- 
ing one tor a less period than the entre Congress, 
was also undeniable; and‘out of this fact grew the 
Only discussion that took place. 

lt has also been suggested that the official pro- 
clamation of the Secretary of State of Mississippi, 
summing up the whole number of votes given, 
was hot presented by my colleague or myself to the 
committee in September last. Such proclamation 
was never given to us; buatif it had been, and we 
had presented it, it would have only amounted to 
proot, in a different form, of that of which other 





| proof had already satisfied the commiltee, and 


which was not then, hor has it since been, demied 
—our elecuuon by a majority of the votes cast 
under a writ ordering an election for a less period 
than the whole term of the ‘T'wenty-hfth Congress. 

I have thus shown that tnere were no facts ex- 
isting at the tume the House decided the rights ot 
my colleague and myself to our seats, which were 
noi then known to the House; and that the matter 
now suggested as new, so lar from being so, is the 
very matier that gave rise to the discussions. of 
September. ‘The fact is independent of the form 
in which it is presented: and, whether the House 
was informed that the elecuon at which we were 
chosen representatives was heid for a shorter term 
than the whole Congress, by the production of the 
Governor’s writ, the proclamation of the Secretary 
of State, the exhibition of credentials in the ordi- 
nary fourm, or universal admission of the fact, is 
immaier.al, if the House was i the possession of 
the fact when it came to its decision. 

It has been said, however, that during the de- 
bate upon the resolution declaring us to be duly 
elecied to the twenty-fifth Congress, parol proots 
or statements were made to the House in rela- 
tion to the election in July, strongly calculated to 
influence the judgment of the House. 

During the discussions in September ijast, my 
colleague and myself remained silent from mo- 
tive of delicacy, except on one occasion, when, in 
reply to a member from Ohio, (Mr. Mason,) who, 
as we supposed, had misstated our course and po- 
sition, we declared, what we still believe, that those 
who voted for us did so under the impression that 
we would hold our seats during the,entire twenty- 
fifih Congress. We aiso siated in an argument 
submitted by us tothe Committee of Elections, 
“that the election in July was conducted with great 
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zeal and ardor, which was entirely inconsistent 
with the supposition that the people were misled, 
by the notion of the Governor into the belief that 
they were only conferring a temporary appoint- 
ment for two months, to be superseded by mem- 
bers then to be chosen by a new election for the 
residue of the vacancy. So far, too, as the press 
may be considered indicative of public senument, 
itmmay be safely stated that, prior to the election, 
both parties assumed the ground that the Gover- 
nor had the power to issue the writ; that he had 
no authority to abridge the constituuonal! congres- 
sional term: and that the members to be elected 
would serve during the whole twenty-filth Con- 
gress.” In addition to this, the honorable Hugh 
S. Legare, of South Carolina, in his argument, 
read an article wrilten by a distinguished editor in 
Mississippi, (Mann Butler, Esq.) friendly to the 
election of one of the present claimants, (Mr. 
Prentiss,) reiterating whathe had asserted when 
the Governor issned his writ—that the members 
elect would serve through the entire Congress, the 
Executive having no power to abridge the consti- 
tutional term. 

The made by my colleague and 
myself, by the argument submitted to the commit- 
tee, and by Mr. Legare in his speech to the House, 
were to be found in the newspapers of the day, 
which spoke for themselves. What weight they 
may have had on the House is net known; but it 
certainly could not have affected the decision of the 
legal question, upon which alone our right to our 
seats depended. ‘That question arose upon facts 
with which those here stated had nothing to do. 


Statements 


Has any thing occurred since the decision of th® 
Flouse in September, which can justify a review of 
that decision? That the Governor of Mississippi, 
still satisfied of the correctness of the opinions en- 
tertained by him when he ordered the special elec- 
tion, and pursuing the literal tenor of the law of 
the State, should have ordered the late election, 
was to have been anticipated. The decision of the 
House of Representatives, however, did not require 
his conforming to it to make it binding. Ought the 
fact that, at the late election, others than my col- 
league and myself were chosen, to have any influ- 
ence upon the present action of the Hlouse? The 
House, in confirming the election held in July last, 
decided in anticipation that an election (the late 
one) held in November would be a nullity. As it 
cannot havevany influence, therefore, asalegal and 
competent act, any weight that it may have with 
members, must proceed from the belief that it ex- 
hibits the wishes of a majority of the voters of Mis- 
sissippi, and is entitled to such consideration as 
would justify the House of Representatives in re- 
viewing, and, if it pleases, reversing, the decision 
that has already taken place. 

The doctrine that an election, legal in itself, may 
be set aside, and a member duly qualified deprived 
of his seat, because, after his election, a majority of 
his constituents become dissatisfied with him, and 
elect, at their own time and place, another, is in- 
deed a novel one. ‘The right of the people to in- 
struct their representatives, and the duty of the re- 
presentatives to obey such instructions or resign 
their seats, has long been admitted; but it is yet to 
be maintained, that the House may vacate the seat 
ofa member because such instructions were dis- 
obeyed. Were the seats of members dependent 
during their terms upon the fluctuations of public 
opinion after their election, the tenure would be 
indeed uncertain. And yet the argument that would 
give weight to the recent election in Mississippi, 
merely because it was supposed to be indicative of 
the present opinions and wishes of the people, 
would, if carried out, leaa to such conclusions. The 
fact that such election was made according to the 
tenor of an existing law makes no difference If the 
object of the election is illegal, it matters little 
whether it is authorized to be held by the Legisla- 
ture or the Governor, or is the act of the people in 
their primary assemblies. 

I have thus attempted to show, that the decision of 
the House of Representatives on the rights of my col- 
league and myself, in September last, was not an 
ex parte one; thatit was made upon a full know- 
ledge of the facts necessary to a just jadgment; and 
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that nothing has occurred since, which can impair 
its force or weaken its binding character. 

I contend, therefore, that the decision in ques- 
tion is final and conclusive, and a bar to alli fur- 
ther proceedings. Iam well aware that the terms 
thus used by me are as strong as I could employ, 
and, in their strict sense, might imply than any 
further action of the House would be inoperative. 
Such, however, is not the extent of my meaning. 
In the case of a right vested in an individual, un- 
der an act of the Legislature, creating a contract 
between the individual and the State, a court of 
justice will interfere to protect him from any fur- 


ther legislation impaiing or taking away his 
rights. ‘There is a power in such case to restrain 


the action of the Legislature within the limits of the 
Consutution. In the present case, the Constitution 
makes the House of Representatives the supreme 
and only judge. The rights of the member, award- 
ed to kim by the House, may, so far as [eeling, re- 
putation, and honor are concerned, be far more va- 
luable and important to him than any pecuniary in- 
teresis that can grow up under a contract between 
the State and an individual; but, while the latter is 
protected by a paramount authority, the protection 
of the former is to be found only in the will of the 
Legislature; and, should this be capricious, varia- 
ble, or uncertain, the individual experiences in his 
most valued political rights all those wrongs against 
which his rights to his property were effectually 
cuarded, when the Constitution made it the @uty of 
the courts of justice to protect them. Its the very 
absence of any power to restrain the aotion of the 
House of Representatives, in casgs like the present 
—ijt is the very fact that its will 1s the Jaw—that 
the rights which it gives to-day it may take away 
to-morrow—that make consistency in its decisions 
so paramount a duty. When | speak, therefore, 
of the binding character of the decision of the House 
in September last, and urge that decision as a bar 
to the pretensions of the present claimants, I rely 
upon the sense of its own dignity, its appreciation 
of its own duties, even where its will is unrestrict- 
ed, to make the action of the House as consistent 
in regard to the political rights of its members, as 
if those rights, like the vested rights of individuals, 
were under the protection of the courts of justice. 

Had the investigation which took place in Sep- 
tember been imperfect, Owing to any concealment 
on the part of my colleague or myself—had we 
suppressed facts or made misstatements—there 
would be an equitable reason for the review of the 
decision then made. Sach was not the case, how- 
ever; and, considering that decision as final and 
conclusive, | have not gone, nor shall I go, into 
any argument to show that it was correct. The 
questions of law involved in it were fully and ably 
examined; and I contend that, so far as my col- 
league and myself are concerned, they were conclu- 
sively settled. 

The case of my colleague and myself does not 
address itself alone to the House as a mere legal 
question. It has the strongest equities on its side, 
growing out of the action of the House itself. The 
election in Mississippi was held in July, and we 
were in Washington on the first day of the special 
session. On that day, and before the House of Re- 
presentatives was organized, our right to our seats 
was disputed; and one of the first acts of the 
House, after its organization, was to-refer our 
case to the Committee of Elections. This com- 
mittee reported a resolution declaring Gs to be 
duly elected, and entitled to our seats. The re- 
port was presented on the 25th September, and 
was finally acted upon by the House on October 
3d. In the mean while, we were urging a de- 
cision by all the means in our power; stating our 
wish and determination, if not confirmed in our 
seats, to hasten back to Mississippi, to renew the 
canvass there before the election in November. 
At length, when the decision of the House was 
made, what wasour situation? We were 1,500 
miles from home. We could not accomplish the 
journey in less than twenty days, which would have 
left us about fourteen days in which to canvass the 
fifty-six counties of the State; counties, too, which 
had been but recently canvassed by one at least of 
the present claimacts, at his leisure, without oppo- 
sition and with every advantage, Had we, there- 























fore, been inclined to return, after the decision of 
the House, it would not have been possible to no- 
tify all our friends of our arrival among them, be- 
fore they would have been called upon to vole 
Willing, as we might have been, to submit our pre- 
tensions a second time to the people, the course 
pursued by the Mouse would have prevented ys 
from doing so; and had the decision been against 
us, there would have been found more than one to 
say, that our defeat in Mississippi, had we been de- 
feated at the November election, was more to be 
attributed to the tardy action of the House, than to 
the fair expression of the will of our constituents 
Had the decision of the House been immediate. 
upon the objection being made to our qualifying 
in September, justice would have been done to us. 
The delay of the journey to and from Washington 
would have furnished no cause of complaint; for 
we made it at our own risk, knowing the circum- 
stances of cur election. But the decision was 
postponed; and the time lost here, awaiting the ac- 
tion of the House, was more than sufficient to ena- 
ble us to conduct the canvass at home, with the 
certainty of succeeding. 

Not only, therefore, have we the claim upon the 
House growing out of its decision in our favor, 
but the strong equity, addressed to its moral sense, 
growing out of the circumstances, just stated, under 
which that decision was made; and we have these 
claims in the absence, too, of any thing going to 
show that, at the time of the decision, the House 
was not in the full possession of all the necessary 
facts, and assisted by all the light which the argu- 
ments of talent, learning, and industry, actively 
employed on both sides of the question, could af- 
ford. 

I have thus stated my views, supposing, for the 
sake of argument, that the recent election in Mis- 
sissippi is indicative of the opinions of a majority 
of the voters. ‘This, however, I by no means be- 
lieve to be the case. My colleague and myself 
were absent from the State. In some of the 
counties all our friends voted; in many others, 
they did not. The decision of the House had been 
so recently made, that there was hardly time to 
circulate it; and although I believe the canvass to 
have been conducted in all fairness by the present 
claimants, stil] it is not pretended that the strength 
of the friends of my colleague and myself was at 
all tested. I have prepared a statement of the 
votes cast at the late election, and have accompa- 
nied it with such remarks as must, I think, show, 
that the November election furnishes no reason for 
believing, that my colleage and myself would not 
have been re-elected even then, had an opportuni- 
ty been afforded us of appearing before the people, 
and procuring unity of action among our friends. 
This statement is hereto annexed. 

In conclusion, I repeat that I consider this whole 
case settled and concluded, by virtue of the judg- 
ment of the House; a judgment founded upon a full 
knowledge of the law and the facts; a judgment 
that prevented us from entering upon a canvass 
that subsequently took place, and restrained a ma- 
jority of our friends from the exercise, on this occa- 
sion, of their elective franchise; a judgment which 
the House had the express constitutional power lo 
pronounce, and which, once pronounced, cannot be 
reviewed or reversed, without injustice to the pat- 
ties, and disparagement to its own dignity. 

JOHN F. H. CLAIBORNE, 
January 15, 1838. 


Slatement referred to above. 

The following tabular statement is based upon 
a table published in the Chickasaw Union of the 
14th ultimo, which is believed to be accurate. It 
there be any variation between it and the returns 
in the Secretary’s office, it is very slight, and not in 
favor of my colleague and myself This preseut 
statement is made with a view of showing that the 
people of Mississippi acquiesced in the decision ©! 
the House of Representatives, and has been laid 
before the Committee of Elections. 

At the election in November, the entire 


vote was - - ° - 27,702 
For McNutt, (Democrat,) - 12,922 , 
Grimball, (Independent,) - 4,877 
Morgan, (Whig,) - 9,903 ; 
The largest vote for Congress in July was 18,846 
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For Claiborne - - - 11,203 
Prentiss . - - 7,143 
The largest vote for Congress in No- 
vember was - . - - 
The vote for Congress in November ex- 
ceeded that given in July, only - 
For Claiborne - - - 6,258 
Prentiss - - - 13,651 
The highest Democratic vote in November 
was for Auditer, when Saunders ob- 
tained - - - - 
This exceeds Mr. Prentiss’s vote - 
The next highest Democratic vote in No- 
vember was for Secretary of Siate, 
when Benson obtained - - 14,312 
This exceeds Mr. Prentiss’s vote - 661 
The Democratic vote for McNutt in No- 


19,909 
1,563 


14,851 
1,200 








vember was - - - 12,922 
Grimball received the Democratic vote in 
the counties of Copiah, Hancock, 
Leake, Nashoba, Newton, Scott, Simp- 
son, and Smith, as follows, - 1,331 
Making the ascertained Democratic vote, 
say - - - - 14,253 
This exceeds Prentiss’s vote . . 702 
The entire vote given for Governor at the 
November election was - - 27,702 
The highest vote for Congress - - 19,909 
Difference 7,793 
Mr. Prentiss’s vote falls short of a majo- 
rity of the votes cast for Governor, by 200 


[tis contended by me that the entire opposition 
vole was thrown for Mr. Prentiss, and probably 
more; because his vote far exceeds that of any 
other Whig candidate, Mr. Word not excepted. It 
is also contended, that the excess of votes given for 
Governor, over the highest vote given for Con- 
gress, consisted of Democratic votes, withheld by 
the voters in consequence of the decision of the 
House, which they supposed entitled us to our seats. 

Theretore, take the vote given for Claiborne in 





November, say - - - 6,258 
Add the excess of votes for Governor 

above the votesfor Congress - - 17,793 

Makes - - - 14,05) 

This exceeds Mr. Prentiss’s vote - 400 

So also take Gholson’s vote in November 6,032 
Add exeess of votes for Governor above 

votes for Congress - - - 4,783 

Makes - . - 13,825 

This exceeds Mr. Prentiss’s vote - 174 


Other comparisons might be instituted, showing 
that, had there been a full election, without refe- 
rence to the decision of the House, there would, in 
all probability, have been a decided majority for 
my colleague and myself. 

It is proper to state that one of the persons men- 
tioned in the preceding calculations, Mr. Grimball, 
originally stood as the opposition candidate for 
Governor, and in some of the counties received 
the partial vote of that party, but in the counties 
enumerated he was run as a Democratic candidate; 
he was defended by the Democratic journals; and 
we feel authorized to state it as his own opinion, 
that the votes he there received were taken from 
Mr. McNutt. 

The reading being concluded— 

Mr. BELL sent to the Chair the following spe- 
cial order; which was read. 

Resolved, That the question arising upon the re- 
port of the Committee of Elections be made the 
special order of the day for this day, and on each 
succeeding day, until the same shall be decided. 

Mr. B. said he was authorized to say, that if it 


“was expected Mr. Ciaisorne could attend in any 


reasonable time, he should meet the wishes of the 
claimants by postponing it to a further day. 

Mr. GHOLSON stated that both his honorable 
colleague and himself were anxious for the adop- 
tion of this order, for they desired no delay, and 
had ne wish to address the House themselves. 

Mr. BELL had understood so, and he according- 
ly moved his resolution. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG should not oppose the mo- 
tion, but he merely took that opportunity to state 
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that the public service was very much in need of 
the passage of some of the appropriation bills, and 
if this order were not adopted, he should move to 
take up some of those bills. 

Mr. PATTON suggested a modification to re- 
strict it from and after one o’clock each day, which 
Mr. BELL accepted. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, inquired if the 
gentleman from Tennessee intended to embrace 
the days set apart for the consideration of private 
business in his order. 

Mr. BELL was sorry to inform the gentleman 
that he did, for taking them and Mondays 
which were set apart for the reception of 
petitions, the public had only three days ‘out of 
the seven remaining. 

The motion of Mr. BELL was then agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Bronson’s 
resolution above, declaring that Messrs. Prentiss 
and Word were not members of the present Con- 
gress. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD then moved the printing 
of Mr. Ciarpornr’s paper, and also the statement 
of the other gentlemen. 

Objection being made, on motion 
HOWARD, the rules were suspended. 

Mr. HOWARD said he felt it due to Mr. Crat- 
BORNE to say that the paper would have been 
printed and laid on the tables of the members, if 
time had permitted it; but the statement to which 
it was a reply was only sent m yesterday, and the 
answer could not be prepared and printed in so 
short a time. 

The motion toMprint was opposed by Messrs. 
PATTON, GRAVES, and JENIFER, and sup- 
ported by Messrs. UNDERWOOD, CILLEY, and 
PENNYPBACKER, when Mr. UNDERWOOD 
withdrew the motion, and Mr. CILLEY renewed 
it, and it was then agreed to. 

So the paper of Mr. Ciaizorne was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. DAWSON then rose and said he had wait- 
ed to hear a proposition in relation to what had 
occurred between honorable members of that body 
this morning, from some older member; but such 
not being the case, he felt it his duty, asa member 
of the House of Representatives, to propose some 
order to prevent the recurrence of such scenes. 
He had, therefore, drafted a resolution according 
to what parliamentary usage required in such 
cases. It was as follows: 

“The Hon. Samurt Gnotson, a member 
of this House from the State of Mississippi, and 
the Hon. Henry A. Wise, also a member, 
from the State of Virginia, having spoken lan- 
guage subject to the censure of this House, be it 
therefore 

“Resolved, That those gentlemen do now make 
submission to this body.” 

Mr. WISE and Mr. GHOLSON then made 
mutual statements, each apologising to the House 
as a body, without withdrawing any of the offen- 
sive language used towards each other. 

Mr. GLASCOCK, feeling satisfied that such a 
resolution would but serve to excite, instead of 
to allay, the feelings of the parties, with great re- 
spect for the mover, moved to lay the same on the 
table. 

At the request of Mr. MERCER, who promised 
to renew it, Mr. GLASCOCK withdrew the mo- 
tion, and the former gentleman raised the point 
whether the resolution was in order; but the Cuair 
ruling it to be in order, Mr. M. renewed Mr. G’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. MERCER then moved the following: 

Resolved, That Messrs. Guotson and Wisz, mem- 
bers of this House, between whom warm words 
have passed in debate, be required by the Speaker 
to declare in their places, that they will not prose- 
cute further the quarrel which has arisen this day 
between them. 

Mr. JENIFER moved to lay it on the table. 

Mr. MERCER asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were yeas 78, nays 123. 

So the motion to lay on the table was rejected. 

The subject was further discussed by Messrs. 
HOWARD, POPE, JENIFER, TURNEY, MER- 
CER and GLASCOCK. 
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Mr. GLASCOCK moved the indefinite post- 
ponement of the resolution. 

The merits of the resolution were then further 
discussed by Messrs. CUSHING and REED, 
when, without coming to any decision, 

On motion of Mr. JENIFER, 

The House adjourned. 





IN SENATE, 
Turspay, Jan. 16th, 1838. 

Mr. McKEAN presented the petition of a large 
number of citizens of Philadelphia, remonstrating 
against the repeal of the Express Mail law: rafer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, the petition of a number of citizens of Phi- 
ladelphia, praying for an appropriation for the 
completion of the frigate Raritan: referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a petition from a number of the young 
men of Philadelphia, remonstrating against the 
annexation of ‘Texas to the Union: laid on the 
table. 

Mr. RUGGLES presented the memorial of J. 
H. Adams, President of the Ocean Insurance Com- 
pany, and of a number of other officers of Marine 
Insurance companies, and of a number of mer- 
chants of Boston, for the erection, at the entrance 
of Boston harbor, of one of Morse’s Perpetual Fog 
Bells. The memorial commends the invention as 
an important one to the commercial community; 
for the invention of which Mr. Morse has received 
a gold medal from the Mechanic’s Association o! 

3oston, and the highest reward in the power of the 
New York Mechanic’s Institute to bestow. 

Mr. R. also presented the petition of several 
shipmasters and branch pilots of Boston, for the 
same object. 

Mr. MERRICK presented the petition of the 
executor of Joseph Williams, praying indemnity 
for spoliations committed by the Spaniards, prior 
to the Florida treaty: referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. MERRICK also presented the petition of 
the legal representatives of John Ireland, praying 
to be indemnified for a house burnt by the British 
army during the Jast war, in consequence of its 
having been occupied by our troops: referred to the 
Committee on £laims. 

Mr. FULTON presented the petition of Jacob 
Brown, which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
sundry importing hardware merchants of the city 
of New York, praying for a repeal of the provisions 
of the second section of the act of 14th July, 1832, 
in relation to duties on imports; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ROANE presented the petition of Robert 
White, praying for commutation for Revolutiouary 
services: referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of Joseph 
Bassett, praying for a pension in consideration of 
Revolutionary services: referred to the Committee 
on Revolationary Pensions. 

Mr. YOUNG presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Illinois, praying for the establishment of 
a post route: referred to the Committee cn the Post 
Office and Post Reads. 

On motion of Mr. NILES, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims was discharged from the pe- 
tition of Eli Hitch, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. RIVES presented the memorial of Commo- 
dore Ridgely, and other officers of the Navy, re- 
monstrating against the reinstatement in the Navy 
of officers who have resigned, or who have been 
dismissed: referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 
VERMONT RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. SWIFT said he had given notice of his in- 
tention at a future day to present the report and re- 
solutions of the State of Vermont, which had been 
offered on a former occasion, but withdrawn. His 
intention was not to bring them before the Senate 
until the discussion on the resolutions introduced by 
the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Calhoun) 
had been finished. As that discussion was pre- 
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sumed to be terminated, he would now introduce 
them. He would offer no other apology for pre- 
senting them now, than the duty he owed to his 
Siate. The resolutions spoke for themselves; nor 
did Vermont require him to vindicate them on that 
floor. He expressed his regret, however, that they 
should have been so harshly assailed as they had 
been. Not only the sentiments contained in them, 
but the motives of those who adopted them, had 
been subjects of unjust censure and reproach. 
What princ ples were ‘asae ried thal should call forth 
the invectives that had fallen from gentlemen on 
the opposite side of the house? It was centended 
that Congress had the power, and it was respecttully 
asked to exercise that power, in abolisuing slavery 
in the District of Columbia, over which it Was 
presumed to have exclusive control. Conld any 
just exception be taken to that? Nothing has 
been hinted by the Legislature of Vermont, 
that Congress cught to interfere with slavery 
mm the States. Such an opinion was no- 
where breathed in the document before them. 
One of the resolutions in question bad not passed 
the Legislature, but received the sanction of the 
popular branch only, that might have asserted doc- 
trines offensive to the South. It was not Vermont 
only that was opposed to the extension of slavery, 
but it was the general feeling throughout the North- 
ern States. ‘The annexation of ‘Texas, which was 
looked to by the South to give it predonderance 
over the North, was presumed by many to involve 
principles of high national importance. And should 
not a State be permitted to present a memorial in 
relation to subjects which so vitally concerned the 
whole? It is contended by many, that the grant to 
Congress to regulate commerce implies the right to 
suppress the slave trade in the States. 

A Senator from North Carolina had been pleased 
to say that Vermont had disgraced herself by the 
adoption of those resolutions. He (Mr. 8.) was 
willing to leave others to judge whether the doc- 
trines of humanity and justice were move de- 
grading than those of an opposite character. Ano- 
ther Senator, from Alabama, had pronounced 
them an infamous libel on the people of the South. 
He would undertake to say that every fact cen- 
tained in that report was drawn from the newspa- 
per siatements of the day, of outrages upon 
individual rights that had remained unpunished, 
and these were solemnly believed“&t least. lt could 
not be denied that evils did grow out of a state of 
Slavery, and the people of the South had set forth, 
in glowing colors, the same thing. If the people 
of Vermont believe so, shall they not be permitted 
te give, in a full and open manner, their reasons 
for doing so?) With regard to the epithets which 
had been thrown out, they were estimated for what 
they were intrinsically worth, and could have no 
effect in changing Vermont. ‘That State was not 
to be driven trom the right to express her opinions, 
either by menace or invective. ‘The declarations 
that had been made were not magnanimous, and 
he hoped to hear less of them. He could tell gen- 
tlemen they would do no goed, aud might do much 
harm. In presenting the document before them, 
he was doing merely his duty to his constituents. 

Mr. PRESTON addressed the Senate for some 
time in reply. He presumed the document would 
not have been presented, unless under authority of 
command, in obedience to higher powers, where 
the servant could exercise no discretion. Coming 
from a sovereign State, we were, he presumed, bound 
to treat it with respeet and deterence. This sub- 
ject ought to be managed with greatcaution. Ver- 
mont certainly had the right to come here, and her 
memorials were entitled to reception and conside- 
ration. But the question was whether we were to 
respect that Government more than this Govern- 
ment. Respect was certainly mutual and co-rela- 
tive. He was disposed to speak with great for- 
bearance on the subject. Here was a report wan- 
tonly presented, characterized by language which, 
if used by any individual or Senator of this body, 
would be rejected with disdain. In it the South is 
charged with immorality and irreligion; and when, 
with becoming dignity, we repel the charge, we are 
*uncourteous” and ‘“ offensive” in our language. 
Yes, sir, (said Mr. P.) at the very moment of pre- 
senting to this body a document, in language so 
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justly characterized by the Senator from Alabama 
as false, scandalous and iibelous—at the very mo- 
ment of presenting a document deliberately con- 
cocted by order of the Vermont Legislature, the 
member presenting it complains of the indignant 
retort of those whose feelings are outraged and in- 
sulted by it. While we are stigmatized as de- 
bauched, sensual, immoral, sintul, God-offending 
creatures, and when we speak of fanatics and in- 
cendiaries, we are rebuked and chidden. Was this 
fair? was it proper? So long and so tamely had 
the South borne all this, that when a proper reply 
was made, she was greeted cs the assailant; and if 


' she bore it much longer, Mr. P. would agree that 


she was all she had been represented. Here was 
one wide-spread denunciation of the people of 
the South, in which wives and children all were 
included—to what extent was their patience to be 
tried? Was this motion to be treated with more 
respect because it came from a sovereign State? 
Did legislative scandal sanction it? A subject inde- 
corous in itself could not be made less so, because 


| itemanated from a sovereign State. When did 


the South, in the bitterest time of high tariff memo- 
ry, ever present sueéh a memorial as that against 
the North? He told gentlemen they were mista- 
ken in relation to the South; their laws were su- 
preme, and they were more secure from mobs, or 
popular outbreakings, than the people of the North. 
More blood had been shed out of the South by 
mobs than in it by mobs and slaves put together. 
If he was disposed to retort, he might point to Ver- 
mont atthis ime, where the law was trodden un- 
der foot by the turbulence of s@me of her citizens. 
He might, if he were so disposed, point to the sin- 
gle distinguished city of Boston, where more lives 
had been lost, and property cf unoffending females 
sacrificed, than in the whole Svuth; but he would 
not choose to do so. He maintained that the peo- 
ple of the South were more law binding than any 
people on the face of the earth. A constable with 
his staff would do as much towards preserving 
peace any where south of the Potomac as an army 
with banners. 

Mr. PRENTISS made some further remarks in 
reply. He was not prepared to say there was quite 
as much fervor in the Legislature of Vermont as 
was expressed in the resolutions. He disclaimed, 
however on the part of the report, any disposiuon 
to interfere with the interests of the South, or any 
desire to compromise her dignity. As far as he 
was concerned, he had been careful to make no 
improper or exciting remarks; he had not only a 
high respec: for the people of the South; but re- 
spect their ieelingsin relation to these questions. Mr. 
P. however, did not like to hear the people of Ver- 
mont branded as fana'ies and incendiaries, because 
they chose to assert the constitutional power ef Con- 
gress to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia. 
Mr. P. read from an old pamphlet some strictures, 
to show that the people of this District had, on a 
former occasion, expressed themselves as adverse 
to slavery. 

Mer. CUTHBERT observed that the Senator 
from Vermont had alluded in the course of his re- 
marks, in connection with the fifth resolution, to the 
manner in which it had been adopted. The Senator 
stated that this resolution did not pass both branches 
of his Legislature, but was only passed by the 
popular branch. DolI understand the Senator cor- 
rectly, asked Mr. C. in stating this? 

Mr. SWIFT made a few explanatory remarks. 

Mr. CUTHBERT believed that he understood 
the operation by which these resolutions had been 
passed in the Vermont Legislature. This resolu- 
tion proceeded from a joint committee of both 
branches of the Legislature. That joint commit- 
tee reported to each Mouse, and were acted upon 
not jointly, but severaliy. It comes to us, there- 
fore, continued Mr. C. under the sanction of the 
one House acting under the authority of both 
Houses, and therefore comes to us juSt as any other 
resolution does. 

Mr. PRENTISS said he had no other feeling in 
this matter than a desire to discharge his duty to 
his Legislature. He must be allowed, however, to 
express his regret at the course pursued when these 
resolutions were before the Senate at a prior pe- 
riod. The remarks i ndulged in at the time, were, 


in his opinion, more calculated to augment than to 
allay excitement. The resolutions were offered 
with no other view than to be laid on the table and 
printed, and yet this simple request had been met 
with objections of a very uncourteous character 
By whom had this been opposed? By those who 
held that this was a confederate compact. How 
could gentlemen in favor of State rights refuse, on 
any just principle, to receive and print a document 
emanating from such a source? He (Mr. P.) deep- 
ly regretted the course pursued, because he con- 
sidered it disrespectful to the State of Vermont 
and her inhabitants, than whom a more virtuous. 
intellectual, moral, and exemplary people, was no 
where to be found; and were such a people not to 
be allowed to present their views on subjects of 
high national import, without incurring reproach? 
They suppose the admission of Texas to be fraught 
with evil to the nation, because it would be the 
means of extending and perpetuating slavery in 
this counrty. They regard slavery in the District 
of Columbia as a national reproach, and deeming 
Congress to have the power to abolish it there, they 
ask that it may be done. Certainly every State had 
the right to interest herself in matters which she 
believed relate to the general good. There was 
nothing, he contended, in the report offensive to the 
South, (certainly not intentionally offensive;) 
none of her rights or interests were assailed. Mr. 
P. was of opinion that much of the excitement 
which at present prevailed in the New England 
States, was occasioned by the manner in which 
this subject had been met by the people of the 
South. 

Mr. STRANGE said a few words in reply to 
Messrs. SWIFT and PRENTISS, justifying the 
language in which he had characterized the Vei- 
mont report. Mr. 8S. as one of those complained 
of by the Vermont Senators, held that it was the 
duty of every honorable man whose language was 
complained of, either to retraet or justify it. If he 
was conscious that he had characterized these do- 
cuments in terms too harsh, or that they did not 
merit, it would give him great pleasure to acknow- 
ledge his errur; but when he had uttered a truth, he 
never could retract it. He solemnly believed that 
the Vermont Legislature, when it passed these re- 
solutions, had degraded itself by so doing; and he 
wished the Senators frem Vermont to understand 
that when he spoke of the resolutions, he referred 
to the whole of them, as well as the report on 
which they were based. Tis report spoke of the 
base incendiaries who have been prowling from 
one part of the southern country to another, exci- 
ting the slaves to insurrection as martyrs to liberty, 
and recommended deeds of murder and arson. If 
he was to utter the real feelings of his heart, Mr. 8. 
said that the gentleman from Vermont would have 
something more to complain of than the compara- 
tively mild terms he had used. It wasa gross libel 
on the people of the South to say that they were in 
a state of anarchy, as represented in that memorial. 
They had been justly characterized by the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. Preston) as a law- 
loving people. It was a part of southern pride, 
and a pride that was highly commendatie, that 
they were devotedly attached to the laws aud insti- 
tutions they themselves had created. One-half of 
the population of the country, Mr. S. said, was 
grossly insulted in this report. It was an attack on 
their feelings, their lives, and their personal secu- 
rity; for the language of this report directly ap- 
plauded the man who should stir up a servile war 
in the South. Now Mr. S. asked if such a paper 
as that was to be received, and placed on the re- 
cords of the Senate? Mr. S. ended by moving to 
lay the question of reception on the table, but 
withdrew it temporarily, at the request of Mr. 
KING. Sea 9> 

Mr. KING observed that, when he took his sea 
this morning, he found the Senator from Vermont 
speaking on the resolutions of the Legislature of 
his State, which it appeared he had just presented. 
He (Mr. K.) had not supposed, from what had 
formerly taken place, that these resolutions would 
have been presented without some previous notice, 
so that those Senators whose States were attacked 
in them might be prepared to meet them. When, 
at a previvus day, the Senator (Mr. Swift) intro- 
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duced these resolutions, he (Mr. K.) had charac} 
terized them as they deserved. He understood the 
Senator had characterized his remarks as unbe- 
coming. He had not heard the Senator. He 
asked him to say whether he would now, in his 
place, characterize his (Mr. K’s) language as un- 
becoming? 

Mr. SWIFT said he had no opinion on the sub- 
ject, further than to say, that the people of Vermont 
would hold the gentleman’s language for what it 
was really worth. As he was up, he would re- 
mark that he did not know, when he presented his 
resolutions, that the Senator fiom Alabama was 
net in his place. 

Mr. KING resumed. He did not, on a former 
occasion, neither was it now his design to censure 
the conduct of the Senators from Vermont, in dis- 
charging what they supposed to be their daty. It 
rested with them (Mr. K. said) to discharge their 
duty according to the dictates of their own judg- 
ment; but he said to them, that in doing so, they 
must take the consequences if they present and 
sustain resolutions, accompanied by a report cal- 
culated to wound the feelings of those thus disre- 
spectfully, thus slanderously spoken of. If they 
(the Vermont Senators) had acted in this matter as 
high-minded honorable men (as he doubted not 
they were) should, they would have taken care to 
free themselves from all participation in these re- 
solutions, that they did not justly represent the cha- 
racters of those of whom they complained. That 
they were not characterized by truth was known to 
those Senators. Why, then, in asking for their 
printing, be the means of promulgating these slan- 
ders? He could not (Mr. K. said) respect the 
course of the Vermont Senators. In presenting 
these resolutions, they had, in their remarks, indi- 
rectly endorsed the libels they contained; they 
could not—no man dared openly to endorse them 
here. He had characterized these resolutions as 
false and slanderous, he cared not who presented 
them. It had been said by the Senator from Ver- 

mont, that we of the South, as State rights men, 
could not refuse to receive and give a respectful 
attention to the proceedings of a sovereign State. 
Yes, sir, (said Mr. K.) we are State rights men— 
we defend the legitimate rights of the States, but 
we do not defend a sovereign State when she as- 
gerts calumny and falsehood. It was painful (Mr. 
I<. said) to have to rise and defend the section of 
country he represented from the basest aspersions; 
he would not condescend to do it. Was there an 
honorable, upright man in the community, not 
blinded by fanaticism, who was capable of 
getting up on that floor and defending the language 
of that Vermont report?’ No: there was not one. 
Was it because he had characterized these resolu- 
tions as they deserved that he had been complained 
of by the Vermont Senators? Did they expect him, 
a Southern man, to speak of them only in: the most 
soft and soothing language? No: the authors of 
this report might hear what he had said, and “‘take 
it for what it was worth; but he held men capable 
of making such charges in the utmost contempt, 
and he did not hesitate to avow it For the people 
of Vermont he entertained the respect they were 
fairly entitled to, as a gallant, high minded, virtuous 
people ; nor would he believe they could ever be 
brought to approve these slanders upon their 
brethren of the South. The whole tenor of this 
report was calculated to convey a false impression. 
It held that the people of the South, from the very 
circumstance of slavery existing among them, were 
a degraded, and not a law submitting people; that 
they of Vermont have always been opposed to 
slavery, and that it would be considered that they 
had ceoled in their ardor for civil liberty if they 
should suffer themselves to be drawn into the fra- 
\ernal embrace of slaveholding States. Now we 
of the slaveholding States, continued Mr. K. do 
not feel so proud of the fraternal embrace; we 
consider our own States as standing as high in 
honor and moral worth as any in this Union. But 
how did it happen, he continued, that the State of 
Vermont, with this ardor for civil liberty, suffered 
themselves to be drawn into the fraternal embrace 
with slaveholding States under the present Consti- 
tation-—-with the old thirteen? This fifth resolu- 
tion, they had been told by the Senator from Ver- 
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mont, was not passed by both branches of his Le- 
gislature. It had been shown that it was the result 
of a joint report, sanctioned by one branch and 
presented here for our adoption. It refers to what 
the gentleman called the slave trade. He would 
tell the gentleman that he had not characterized 
this resolution correctly. The South was as much 
opposed to the slave trade as any portion of the 
Union, and had been the first to move in its sup- 
pression. But that was not the question presented 
by this resolution. It was not levelled against the 
slave trade, which the South as well as the Noith 
condemned, but it went to violate the constitutional 
rights of the States—to prevent the transfer of 
slaves from one State to another, and was so ut- 
terly at variance with the Constitution that no man 
could justify it. 

He had only risen for the purpose of vindicat- 
ing himself from the charge that he had used dis- 
courteous language towards the people of a sove- 
reign State, and having done so, he would, as far 
as he was concerned, leave the whole matter in 
the hands of gentlemen from non-slaveholding 
States, who might take it up and act upon itin 
their own way. If they chose to receive it and 
place it among the archives of the Senate, why 
let them do so; if they chose to refer it toa com- 
mittee, let them do sc; and he trusted that if they 
did, it would be to a select committee of gentlemen 
from the non-slavehoiding States, and that they 
would make such a report as to show to the South 
the ground they intended to stand upon. For him- 
self, Mr. K. said he intended to take no part in the 
matier, and he trygted that the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mr. Strange,) would withdraw his motion. 

Mr. STRANGE replied that he could not con- 
sent to withdraw his motion; on the contrary, h 
was the more convinced that he ought to persist in 
it. Mr. S. however withdrew it temporarily at the 
request of Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. WHITE gave his views at length in rela- 
tion to this subject. Part of the excitement, he 
said, in the non-slaveholding States, might have 
been produced by the manner in which these peti- 
tions had been treated. They suppose the right of 
petition and freedom of speech are violated by the 
course. He had voted against the reception of pe- 
titions asking to abolish slavery in the District of 
Columbia, because he believed they violated the 
rights of the people here, and he had adopted that 
course as best calculated to allay excitement. 
Slavery was a settled question, in his opinion, not 
an open one; and he was not sent there to discuss 
the question whether it was immoral or irreligious. 
He argued that Congress had no power to abolish 
slavery in the District. Was it to follow that, be- 
cause Congress was the only Legislature for this 
ten miles square, that it could do what it pleased, 
exercise a censorship over the press, or adopt any 
particular creed?) The powers here were as neces- 
sarily limited as elsewhere. What power had 
Congress more than the Legislatures of the States 
to take the property of the citizen cuntrary to his 
will? When a man ina slaveholding State wishes 
to liberate slaves, the question arises, will the Le- 
gislature permit him to do sot? They look to the 
great interests of the whole, and will not allow him 
to free his own slaves without making the rest of 
the community safe. It would be time enough 
when the people of this District come here and 
asked to be permitted to deprive themselves of their 
slaves, to legislate upon the subject. Mr. W.said, 
im treating with respect what came from one State, 


it was necessary to take care that, in so doing, we | 


did not come under reproach from other States 
If he voted for the reception of this, he believed it 
would be bringing reproach vpon his own Sate 
and others, by indirectly admitting they were in a 
state of anarchy and confusion. Gentlemen of the 
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non-slavehviding States should consider the excit- | 


ing nature of these topics; and the danger connect- 
ed with them, and before they charged those of the 
South with violence and excitement .should p'ace 
themselves in their situation. In the Norih they 
had white servants; and suppose the people of the 
South tell their domestics it is sinful and immoral 
for them to be held in a subordinate capacity, and 
that they might be relieved of their burdens by cut- 
ting the throats of their masters and mistresses 
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while asleep, or putting poison in the victuals on 
which they were to feed! What would gentlemen 
think of such a course? Would they not be very 
likely to lyneh those intruders, or would they wait 
the slow process of the law? In this whole matter 
the South had been misrepresented, and the resolu- 
tions of Vermont had done the grossest injustice to 
that portion of the country. ; 

Mr. PRENTISS said a few words in too low a 
tone to be reported, defending the Vermont resolu- 
tions, and denying that there was any thing in the 
report or the resolutions to impeach the characte: 
of the South. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that, as a States rights 
man, in the strengest sense, he believed that the 
State of Vermont had a right to come there and be 
heard. Upon the best reflection he could give to 
the subject, he could not vote for rejecting the reso- 
lutions, and, on the other hand, he considered the 
language to be so exceptionable that he could not 
vote for receiving them. It was owing to, and 
foreseeing this difficulty that he had introduced the 
series of resolutions, on the same subject, which 
had been so recently discussed and disposed of, and 
though he made no complaint, he profoundly re- 
gretted that he had been disappointed in getting a 
direct vote on one important principle involved 
Situated as he was, he asa representative of the 
South, which was so vilely calumniated in these 
resolations, he could not vote for receiving them 

Mr. ROANE observed that these resolutions 
came here with instructions to the Senators from 
Vermont to use their influence to carry out the ob 
jects fer which they were passed. They were 
equally bound, he continued, to press them forward 
and get them acted on in that body. He enter- 
tained no doubt that there were assertions contain- 
ed in these resolutions that he, as an individual 
Senator, could not allow to be true. On the 
other hand, as they came from a 
reign State, he could not say that he 
not receive them. He_ intended, therefore, 
to stand neuter; and when these resolutions 
should be received, as no doubt they would by the 
votes of the members from the non-slaveholding 
States, and referred, he trusted that they would be 
referred to a committee from those States. From 
the report of a committee so constituted, at least 
one advantage would be gained: we shall under- 
stand, said Mr.@. their true position in regard to 
this matter; and further, he expected that these 
gentiemen, from their knowlege of the Southern 
States and those representing them, would show 
whether this Vermont report justly characterized 
the South and its inst:tutions. 

Mr. STRANGE having renewed his motion to 
Jay the question of the reception of the resolutions 
on the table, the question was here taken and de- 
cided in the negative—Yeas 12, Nays 26, as fol- 
lows : 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Grundy, Lumpkin, Norvell, Preston, Rives, 
Sevier, Strange, Walker, and White—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Buchanan, 
Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Davis, Hubbard, 
Knight, Linn, Morris, Niles, Pierce, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Smith of Connecticut, 
Smith of Indiana, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, Webster, Williams, Wright, and Young 
—26. 

The CHAIR then said that the resolutions were 
before the Senate, and no one further objecting, 

Mr. SWIFT said he would move that they be 
for the present laid on the table and printed. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama said that if the question 
was taken on printing, he hoped that it would he 
divided, and taken on printing the resolutions and 
accompanying report separately. He wished to 
know distinctly whether the Senate would lend its 
ait to the publication of such a document as the 
latter. 

Mr. SWIFT then varied his motion, so as to 
lay all the papers on the table, which was agreed to, 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported the following bill; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading, and made the special 
order of the day for Tuesday, the 30th instant, 
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A BILL to impose additional duties as deposi- 
tories, upon certain public officers, to appoint 
Receivers General of Public Money, and to regu- 
late the safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement 
of ‘he public moneys of the United States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represen- 
tatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there shall be prepared and pro- 
vided, within the new Treasury building now erect- 
ing at the seat of Government, suitable and conve- 
nenient rooms for the use of the Treasurer of the 
United States, his assistants and clerks ; and suffi- 
cient and secure fire-proof vaults and safes, for 
the keeping of the public moneys in the possession, 
and under the immediate control of the said Trea- 
sarer; which said rooms, vaults, and safes, are 
hereby constituted and declared to be, the Treasury 
of the United States. And the said Treasurer of 
the United States shall keep all the public moneys 
which shall come to his hands in the Treasury of 
the United States, as{hereby constituted, until the 
same are drawn therefrom according to law. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Mint 
of the United States in the city of Philadelphia, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, and the Branch Mint, 
in the city of New Orleans, in the State of Louisi- 
ana, and the vaults an! safes thereof respectively, 
ball be places of deposite and safe keeping of the 
public moneys at those points respectively; and the 
Treasurer of the said Mint and Branch Mint re- 
spectively, for the time being, shall have the cus- 
tody and care of all public moneys deposited 
Within the same, and shall perform all the duties 
required to be performed by them, in reference to 
the receipt, safe-keeping, transfer and disburse- 
ments of all such moneys, according to the provi- 
sions hereinafter contained, 

Sec. 3. And be il further enacted, That there shall 
be prepared and provided, within the custom- 
houses now erecting in the city of New York, in 
the State of New York, and in the city of Boston, 
in the State of Massachusetts, suitable and conve- 
nient rooms for the use of the Receivers General of 
Public Moneys, hereinafter directed to be appoint- 
ed, at those places, respectively; and sufficient and 
secure fire-proof vaults and safes for the keeping 
of the public moneys collected and deposited with 
them, respectively; and the Receivers General of 
Public Money, from time to time, appointed at 
those points, shall have the custod®Wand care of the 
said rooms, vaults, and safes, respectively, and of 
all the public moneys deposited within the same, 
and shall perform all the duties required to be per- 
formed by them, in reference to the receipt, safe- 
keeping, transfer, and disbursement of all such 
wrongs, accordi g to the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 4. 4nd be it further enacted, That there 
shall be erected, prepared and provided, at the 
expense of the United States, at the city of Charles- 
ton, in the State of South Carolina; and at the city 
of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, offices, 
with suitable and convenient rooms for the use of 
the Receivers General of Public Money hereinafter 
directed to be appointed at the places above named; 
and sufficient and secure fire proof vaults and safes 
for the keeping of the public money collected ani! 
deposited at those points respectively: and the said 
Receivers General from time to time appointed at 
those places, shall have the custody and care of the 
said offices, vaults and safes, so to be erected, 
prepared and provided, and of all the public 
moneys deposited within the same; and shail per- 
form allthe duties required to be performed by 
them, in reference to the receipt, sa fe-keeping, 
transfer and disbursement of all such moneys, ac- 
cording to the provisions hereinafter contained. 

Sec. 5. and be it further enacted, That the Pre- 
sident shall nominate, and, by and with the advice 
aad consent of the Senate, appoint four officers, to 
be denominated ‘‘ Receivers General of public mo- 
ney,”’ which said officers shall hold their respective 
offices for the term of four years, unless sooner re- 
moved therefrom; one of which shall be located at the 
city of New York, in the State of New York; one 
other of which shall be located at the city of Boston, 
in the State of Massachusetts; one other of which 
shall be located at the city of Charleston, in the 
State of South Carelina; and the remaining one of 
which shgti- be located at the city of St. Louis, in 
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the State of Missouri; and all of which said offi- 
cers shall give bonds to the United States, with 
sureties, according to the provisions hereinafter con- 
tained, for the faithful discharge of the duties of 
their respective offices. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enocted, That the Trea- 
surer of the United States, the Treasurer of the 
Mint of the United States, the Treasurers, and 
those acting as such, of the various branch Mints 
already erected and now erecting, all Collectors of 
the Customs, all Surveyors of the Customs acting 
also as collectors, all Receivers General of public 
moneys, all Receivers of public moneys at the se- 
veral land offices, and all postmasters, except as is 
hereinafter particularly provided, be, and they are 
hereby, required to keep safely, without loaning or 
using, all the public money collected by them, or 
otherwise at any time placed in their possession 
and custody, till the same is ordered by the proper 
department or officer of the Government to be 
transferred or paid out: and when swch orders for 
transfer or payment are received, faithfully and 
promptly to make the same as directed, and to do 
and perform all other duties as fiscal agents of the 
Government, which may be imposed by this or 
any other acts of Congress, or by any regulation of 
the Treasury Department, made in conformity to 
law; and also to do and perform a!] acts and duties 
required by law, or by direction of any of the exe- 
cntive departments of the Government, as agents 
for paying pensions, or for making any other dis- 
bursements which either of the heads of those de- 
partments may be required by law to make, and 
which are of a character to be mgde by the deposi- 
tories hereby constituted, consistently with the other 
official duties imposed upon them. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Trea- 
surer of the United States, the Treasurer of the Mint 
of the United States, the Treasurer of the Branch 
Mint at New Orleans, and the Receivers General 
of Public Money hereinbefore directed to be ap- 
pointed, shall, respectively, give bonds to the Unit- 
ed States in such form, and for such amounts, as 
shall be directed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
by axd with the advice and consent of the Presi- 
dent, with sureties to the satisfaction of the Solicitor 
of the Treasury; and shall, from time to time, re- 
new, strengthen and increase, their official bonds, 
as the Secretary of the Treasury, with the consent 
of the President, may direct; any law in reference 
to any of the official bonds of any of the said offi- 
cers to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That it shall be 
the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, at as 
early a day as possible after the passage of this 
act, to require from the several depositories hereby 
constituted, and whose official bonds are not here- 
in before provided for, to execute bonds new and 
suitable in their terms, to meet the new and in- 
creased duties imposed upon them respectively by 
ihis act, and with sureties and in sums such as 
shall seem reasonable and safe to the Solicitor of 
the Treasury, and from time to time to require 
such bonds to be renewed and increased in amount 
and strengthened by new sureties to meet any in- 
creasing responsibility which may grow ont of accu- 
mulations of money in the hands of the depository, 
or outof any other duty or responsibility arising 
under this or any other law of Congress. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That all col- 
lectors and receivers of public money, of every 
character and description, within the District of 
Columbia, shall, as frequently as they may be di- 
rected by the Secretary of the Treasury so to do, 
pay over to the Treasurer of the United States at 
the Treasury thereof, all public moneys collected 
by them, or in their hands; that all such collectors 
and receivers of pub!'ic moneys within the cities of 
Philadelphia and New Orleans shall, upon the same 
direction, pay over to the Treasurers of the Mints in 
their respective cities, at the said Mints, all public 
moneys collected by them, or in their hands; and 
that all sach collectors and receivers of public mo- 
neys within the cities of New York, Boston, Charles- 
ton, and St. Louis, shall, upon the same direction, 
pay over to the Receivers General of Public Money 
in their respective cities, at their offices, respective- 
ly, all the public moneys collected by them, or in 
thejr bands, to be safely kept, by the said respec- 





tive depositories, until otherwise disposed of ac- 
cording to law; and it shall be the duty of the said 
Secretary to direct such payments, by the said col- 
lectors and receivers, at all the said places, at least 
as often as once in each month, and as much more 
frequently, in all cases, as he, in his discretion 
may think proper. , 

See. 10. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury to 
transfer the moneys in the hands of any depository 
hereby constituted, to the Treasury of the United 
States; to the Mint at Philadelphia; to the Branch 
Mint at New Orleans; or to the officers of either of 
the Receivers General of Public Money by this act 
directed to be appointed; to be there safely kepr 
according to the provisions of this act; and also to 
transfer moneys in the hands of any one depository 
constituted by this act to any other depository con- 
stituted by the same, at his discretion, and as the 
safety of the public moneys, and the convenience of 
the public service shall seem to him to require. And 
for the purpose of payments on the public account 
it shall be lawful for the said Secretary to draw 
upon any of the said depositories, as he may think 
most conducive to the public interests, or to the 
convenience of the public creditors, or both. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the mo- 
neys in the hands, care, and custody, of any of the 
depositories constituted by this act, shall be con- 
sidered and held as deposited to the credit of the 
Treasurer of the United States, and shall be, at all 
times, subject to his draft, whether made for trans- 
fer or disbursement, in the same manner as though 
the said moneys were actually in the Treasury of 
the United States; and each depository shall make 
returns to the Treasury Department of all moneys 
received and paid by him, at such times, and in 
such form, as shall be directed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Sec. 12. And be it further engcted, That, when- 
ever public moneys shall accumulate in the hands 
of any depository constituted by this act, other than 
the Treasurer of the United States, the Treasurer 
of the Mint of the United States, the Treasurer of 
the Branch Mint at New Orleans, and the Re- 
ceivers General of Public Money, to an amount 
beyond that secured by the bond of the officer, or 
which the Secretary of the Treasury shall, for any 
cause, consider unsafe, and it shall not be desira- 
ble to transfer the moneys so accumulated to any 
other depository, it shall be lawfal for the said 
Secretary to direct the said moneys, or any portion 
thereof, to be specially deposited in such bank of 
the State, or Territory, wherein the depository who 
is to make the deposite is located, as he, the said 
Secretary, shall select and name: Provided, The 
bank so selected will agree to receive and keep the 
moneys deposited with it upon the terms and con- 
ditions in the next section of this act prescribed. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the spe- 
cial depasites of the public moneys authorized by 
the last preceding section of this act to be made in 
banks, shall be made upon the following terms and 
conditions, and upon no other, namely: 

First. All such deposites shall be strictly special 
deposites; and the banks holding them shall be pro- 
hibited, in the most effectual manner, from making 
any use of the moneys deposited, by way of loaus, 
discounts, or in any other manner, or for any other 
purpose whatsoever; and to secure the fulfilment of 
this condition, the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 1s 
authorized, in his discretion, to furnish the banks 
selected as deposite banks, with safes for the keep- 
ing of the public moneys exclusively, and under 
the joint control of the bank and some designated 
officer of the Government, or to adopt such other 
guards as he shall prefer. , 

Second. Nothing but gold or silver, or such notes, 
bills, or paper, issued under the authority of the 
United States, as may be directed by law to be re- 
ceived in payment ef the public dues, shall be 
offered for deposite, or received by the bank as a 
deposite, under the provisions of this act. 

Third. All deposites shall be passed, upon the 
books of the bank, to the credit of the depository 
making the same; but no moneys deposited in_pur- 
suance of this act shall be withdrawn without the 
express order of the Secretary of the Treasury for 
the payment; and no drafts of the Treasurer of the 
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United States; or orders or warrants of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, for ordinary transfer or dis- 
parsement, shall be made upon any bank selected 
as a deposite bank under this act. 

Fourth. A commission, such as shall be agreed 
upon between the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
bank notin any case to exceed per centum 
upon the moneys deposited with it, shall be allowed 
and paid by the United States, in full satisfaction of 
all claims on the part of the bank for trouble and 
risk growing out of the receipt, safe-keeping and 
repayment of the special deposites herein autho- 
rized to be made, all accounts for commissions to 
be audited and paid at the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That, in case 
no bank within the State or Territory wherein the 
depository, directed to make deposites, js located, 
will consent to receive the moneys of the Govern- 
ment upon special deposite, according to the fore- 
going conditions and regulations, then it shall be 
lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury to select 
some bank in an adjoining State, or Territory, 
such as may be most convenient for the officer to 
make deposites and the public service; and in case 
no convenient bank of either character can be found 
willing to receive such deposites upon the terms 
proposed, the Secretary may transfer the same to 
the Treasury of the United States, to the Mint, or 
Branch Mints, or to the offices of either of the Re- 
ceivers General of Public Money, as shall be most 
convenient to the depository from whom the money 
is to be transferred, or to the wants of the public 
service in reference to disbursements. 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That the Se- 
cretary of the Treasury shall be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to cause examinations to be made of 
the books, accounts, and money on hand, of the 
several depositories constituted by this act; and for 
that purpose to appoint special agents, as occasion 
may require, with such compensation as he may 
think reasonable, to be fixed and declared at the 
time of each appointment; which said examina- 

tions, in all cases where the sum on hand usually 
exceeds threerfourths of the amount of the officer’s 
bond, shall not be made less frequently than once 
in each year, and as much more frequently, in those 
and all other cases, as the Secretary, in his discre- 
tion, shall direct. The agents selected to make 
these examinations shall be instructed to examine 
as well the books, accounts, and returns of the 
officer, as the money on hand, and the manner of 
its being kept, to the end that uniformity and accu- 
racy in the accounts, as well as safety to the pub- 
lic moneys, may be secured thereby. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That, in addi- 
tion to the examinations provided for in the last 
preceding section, and as a further guard over the 
public moneys, it shall be the duty of each Naval 
Officer and Surveyor, as a check upon the Receiver 
General of Public Moneys, or Collector of the Cus 
toms, of their respective districts; of each Register 
of a Land Office, as acheck upon the Receiver of his 
Land Office; and of the Director and Superintendent 
of each Mint and Branch Mint when separate 
vilices, as a check upon the Treasurers, respec- 
lively, of the said Mints, or the persons acting as 
such, at the close of each quarter of the year, and 
as much more frequently as they shall be directed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury to do so, to exa- 
mine the beoks, accounts, returns, and money on 
hand, of the Receivers General of Public Money, 
Collectors, Receivers of Land Offices, reasurers and 
persons acting as such, and to make a full, accu- 
rate, and faithful return to the Treasury Depart- 
ment of their condition. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That the said 
Officers respectively, whose duty it is made by this 
act to receive, keep, and disburse the public mo- 
neys, as the fiscal agents of the Government, may 
be allowed any necessary additional expenses for 
clerks, fire-proof chests, or vaults, or other neces- 
sary expenses of safe-keeping, transferring and dis- 
bursing said moneys: all such expenses of every 
character to be first expressly authorized by the Se- 
cretary of the Treasury, whose directions upon all 
the above subjects, by way of regulation and 
onan are to be strictly followed by all the said 
oiiicers, 


Sec. 18. And be- it further enacted, That the Se- | 


cretary of the Treasury shall, with as much promp- 
titude as the convenience of the public business, 
and the safety of the public funds will permit, 
withdraw the balances remaining with the present 
depositories of the public moneys, and confine the 
safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of those 
moneys to the depositories established by this act. 
Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That all Mar- 
shals, District Attorneys, and others, having public 
money to pay to the United States, and all pa- 
tentees, wishing to make payment for patents to be 
issued, may pay all such moneys to the Treasurer 


of the United States, at the Treasury, to the Trea- | 


surer of either of the Mints in Philadelphia or New 


Orleans, to either of the Receivers General of Pub- | 


lic Money, or to such other depository constituted 
by this act as shall be designated by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in other parts of the Unite States, 
to receive such payments, and give receipts or cer- 
tificates of deposite therefor. 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That all offi- 
cers charged by this act with the safe-keeping, 
transfer, and disbursement of the public moneys, 
are hereby required to keep an accurate entry of 
each sum received, and of the kind of money in 


which it is received, and of each payment or trans- | 
fer, and of the kind of currency in which it is made; | 
and that ifany one of the said officers shall convert 


to his own use, in any way whatever, or shall use 
by way of investment in any kind of property or 
merchandise, or shall loan, with or without inte- 
rest, any portion of the public moneys entrusted to 
him for safe-keeping, disbursement, transfer, or for 
any other purpose, every such act shall be deemed 
and adjudted to be an embezzlement of so much 
of the said moneys as shall be thus taken, converted, 
invested, used, or loaned, which is hereby declared 
to be a high misdemeanor, and any officer or per- 
son convicted thereof before any court of the Uni- 


ted States of competent jurisdiction, shall be sen- | 


tenced to imprisonment for a term of not less than 
two nor more than five years, and to a fine equal 
to the amount of the money embezzled. 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That, in order 
to avoid inconvenient or injurious accumulations 
of gold and silver in the hands of the depositories 
of the Government, it shall be the duty of the Se- 
cretary of the Treasury, whenever the amount of 
money in the Treasury of the United States, and 
standing to the credit of the Treasurer, in the hands 
of the several depositories, shall exceed in amount 
$4,000,000, to invest the surplus of such moneys 
in securities bearing an interest, and issued upon 


the faith and credit of the United States, or of 


some one of the States of the Union; in all cases 
of such investments as selecting such stocks, or 
securities as are transferrable by delivery or assign- 
ment, and from the rate of interest payable, the 
time or times they may have to run, and the prices 
they may bear in the market, shall seem to him 
best to answer the purposes for which the invest- 
ments are directed, and at no time paying more 
than the current value in the market for any such 
stocks or securities. And whenever the amount 
of moneys in the Treasury, and standing to the 
credit of the Treasurer, shall be so much less than 
the said sum of $4,000,000, as to indicate to the 
Secretary that the moneys invested, or any portion 
thereof, will be required for purposes of public 
disbursement, then it shall be his duty to sell such 
portions of the stocks and securities pu:chased as 
may be necessary to keep the balance of money 
in the Treasury equal to its wants: Provided, That 
in all investments to be made in obedience to the 
provisions of this section, the said Secretary shall 
confine his purchase’ of stocks and securities, 
issued upon the faith and credit of any State to 
such as have heen actually issned by the State, 
and shall not be at liberty to subscribe for, o1 
otherwise purchase, those proposed to be issued 
and net in actual existence, as stocks and securities 
in the market. 

Sec. 22. 4nd be it further enacted, That until 
the rooms, offices, vaults, and safes, directed by the 
first, third, fifth, and sixth sections of this act to be 
constructed and prepared for the use of the Trea- 
surer of the United States, the Treasurers of the 
Mints at Philadelphia and New Orleans, and the 











Receivers General of Public Money at New York, 
Boston, Charleston, and St. Louis, can be con- 
structed and prepared for use, it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to procure 
suitable rooms for offices for those officers at their 
respective locations, and to contract with such 
banks, incorporations, or individuals, as may be 
willing to contract for such use of their vaults and 
safes as may be required for the safe-keeping of the 
public moneys in the charge and custody of those 
officers respectively, the expense to be paid by the 
United States. 4 

Sec. 23. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the thirty-first day of December, which 
will bein the year one thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-eight, the resolution of Congress of the thir- 
tieth day of April, in the year one thousand eight 
hundred and sixteen, so far as it authorizes the re- 
ceipt in payment of duties, taxes, sales of public 
lands, debts, and sums of money, accruing or be- 
coming payable to the United States, to be collect- 
ed and paid in the notes of specie paying banks, 
shall be so modified as that one-sixth part of all 
such duties, taxes, sales of public lands, debis, and 
sums of money accruing or becoming due to the 
United States, shall be collected in the legal cur- 
rency of the United States; and from and after the 
thirty-first day ef December, which will be in the 
year one thousand eight hundred and thirty-nine, 
one ether sixth part of all such duties, taxes, sales 
of public lands, debts, andsumsof money shali be 
so collected; and from after the thirty-first day of 
December, which will be in the year one thousand 
eight hundred and forty, one other sixth partof all 
such duties, taxes, sales of public lands, debts, and 
sums of money, shall be so collected; and that 
from and after the thirty-first day of December, 
which wil be in the year one thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-one, one other sixth part of all such 
duties, taxes, sales of public lands, debts, and sums 
of money, shall be so collected; and that from and 
after the thirty-first day of December, which will 
be in the yearone thousand eight hundred and forty- 
two, one other sixth part of all such duties, taxes, 
sales of public lands, debts, and sums of money 
shall be so collected; and that from and 
after the thirty-first day of December, which 
will be in the vear one thousand eight bhun- 
dred and forty-three, the remaining sixth part of the 
said duties, taxes, sales of public lands, debts, and 
sums of money, shall be also collected in the legal 
currency of the United States; and from and after 
the last mentioned day all sams accruing, or be- 
coming payable to the United States, for duties, 
taxes, sales of public lands, or other debts, and also 
all sums due for postages, or otherwise, to the Ge- 
neral Post Office Department, shall be paid in gold 
and silver only, or in such notes, bills or paper, is- 
sued under the authority of the United Staies, as 
may be directed to be received by law in payment 
of the public dues. 

Sec. 24. And be it further enacted, Thatfrom and 
after the thirty-first day of December, which will 
be in the year one thousand eight handred and forty- 
three, every officer or agent engaged in making dis- 
bursements on account of the United States, or of 
the General Post Ofhee, shall make all payments 
in gold and silver coin only, or in such notes, bills, 
or paper, issued under the authority of the United 
States, as may be directed to be received by law; 
and any receiving or disbursing officer,: or agent, 
who shall neglect, evade, or violate, the provisions 
of this and the last preceding section of this act, 


‘shall be dismissed from, the service, and shall forfeit 


all compensation then doe to him. 

Suc. 25. And he it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue and pullist: regulations to enforces the speedy 
presentation of al! Gevernment drafts for payment 
at the place where payable, and to preseribe the 
time, according to the different distances of the de- 
positories from the seat of Government, within 
which all drafts upon them respectively shall be 
presented for payment; and in default of such pre- 
sentation, to direct any other mode and place of 
payment which he may deem proper. 

Sac. 26. And be it further enacted, That the Re- 
ceivers General of Public Money directed oy this 
act to be appointed, shall receive, respectively, the 
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following salaries, per annum, to be paid quarter 
yearly, atthe Treasury of the United States, to 
wit: the Receiver General of Public Money at New 
York shali be paid a salary of dollars per 
annum ; the Receiver General of Public Money at 
Boston shall be paid a salary of doliars per 
annum; the Receiver General of Public Money at 
Charleston shall be paid a salary of dollars 
per annum; and the Receiver General of Public 
Money at St. Louis shall be paid a salary of | 
dollars per annum ; and these salaries, respectively, 
shall_ be in full for the services of the respective 
officers, nor shall either of them be permitted to 
charge, or receive, any commission, pay, or per- 
quisite, for any official service of any character or 
description whatsoever; and the making of any 
such charge, or the receipt of any such compensa- 
tion, is hereby declared to be a misdemeanor, for 
which the officer convicted thereof, before any 
court of the United States of competent jurisdic- 
tion, shall be subject to punishment by fine, or im- 
prisonment, or both, at the discretion of the court 
before which the offence shall be tried. 

Sec. 27. 4nd be it further enacted, That the Trea- 
surer of the United States be and he is hereby au- 
thorized to receive at the Treasury, and at such 
other points as he may designate, payments in ad- 
vance for pabl an the payments so made, in 
all cases, tu be evidenced by the receipt of the said 
‘Treasurer of the United Siates, which receipts so 
given shall be current at the several land oflices of 
the United States, as cash, at any public or private 
sale of lands, in the same manuer as the currency 
authorized by law to be received in payment for 
the public lands. 

Sec. 28. And be it further enacted, That for the 
purchase of sites, and for the construction of the 
offices of the Receivers General of Public Money, 
by this act directed to be erected at Charleston, South 
Carolina, and at S1. Louis, Missouri, there shall 
be, and hereby is appropriated, to be paid out of 
any money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum ol §——, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, who 
is hereby required to adopt plans for the said offi- 
ces, and the vaulis and safes connected therewith, 
and to cause the same to be constructed and pre- 
pared for use with as little delay as shall be con- 
sistent with the public interests, and the convenient 
location and security of the buildings to be erected. 

Sec. 29. nd be it further enacted, That for the 
payment of tne expenses authorized by this act, 
other than those herein before provided for, a suffi- 
cient sum of money be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, to be paid out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved that the bill be made tha 
special order of the day for this day week. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky expressed a wish for a 
longer day than the one named by the Senator from 
New York. This was an important subject; pub- 
lic expectation was very high on it, and he under- 
stood indirectly that the details of the bill were 
numerous, and he thought they ought not to huiry 
the consi.eration of a measure of such momentous 
consequences. He hoped the chairman of the 
committee would see the propriety ef fixing on a 
day fur the special order more distant than the one 
he had named. 

Mr. WEBSTER was desirous of having as 
much delay as was consistent with the views of the 
Senate, and the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance. This was certainly one of the most im- 
portant measures that would be likely to emanate 
trom Congress this session. He was desirous, 
therefore, that the bill should be as generally un- 
derstuod as possible in all its bearings ; and would 
move that fifteen hundred additional copies be 
printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT said that, in making the motion, 
he was only acting under the instructions of the 
committee. The Senate could make what disposi- 
tion it thought proper of the bill. He was not (or 
pressing it. 

Mr. CALHOUN opposed the delay. The sub- 
ject, he said, was not new; it had been fully dis- 
cussed at the last session, and every member had 
made up his mind on it. 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 
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made the special order for this day two weeks ; 
ayes 22. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, fifteen hundred 
extra copies ef the bill were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported, without amendment, the bill 
altering the terms for holding the circuit and dis- 
trict courts for the eastern district of Virginia. 

Mr. SEVIER, fiom the Committee on Indian 
Affairs made a report on the memorial of Arkan- 
sas, in relation to the Osage Indians. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported unfavorably on the bill from the House 
for the relief of Freeman Brady; and favorably 
and without amendment on the bills from the 
House for the relief of Dr. David H. Campbell and 
Dr. James Heron. 

Mr. RUGGLES, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill authorizing the sale of cer- 
tain real estate, belonging to the United States, at 
Bath, Maine, and appropriating the proceeds of 
sale to the building of a custom house at that place: 
read and ordered to a secon reading. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for 
the relief of Moses Van Campbell; which was read 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, from the same 
committee, reported adversely on the peution of 
Thomas Curtis. 

Mr. ROANE, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported a bill for the establishment 
of a criminal court in the District of Columbia; 

which was read and ordered to a second reading, 

Mr. PRESTON, on leave, introduced a bill for 
the relief of Doctor Thomas Cooper ; which was 
read and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. SEVIER submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered and adupted : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 

to communicate to the Senate all the papers of 
Duval, a Cherokee, now on file in the office 
of Indian Affairs, together with his cpinion as to 
the liability of the United States for the depreda- 
tions alleged to have been committed upon his 
property. 

Mr. HUBBARD submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered and adopted : 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate be 
authorized to appoint an additional member on the 
Committee on Claims, to serve during the present 
session ; and that the rules of the Senate limiting 
the number of that committee to five be dispensed 
with, for the purpose above stated. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved to take up the bill in 
addition to the act for the prevention and punish- 
ment of certain crimes against the United States, 
reported by him yesterday, and urged the speedy 
action of the Senate on it. 

This motion was not carried, a quorum not 
voting. 

On motion of Mr. LINN, 

The Senate adjourned. 














HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wepnespay, January 17, 1838. 

The CHAIR, on leave, presented several Execu- 
live communications : 

1. From the President of the United States, 
transmitting a report from the Director of the Miat, 
showing the operations of that institution during 
the year 1837, and also the progress towards com- 
pletion of the branch mints in. North Carolina, 
Georgia, and at New Orleans; which, on motion 
of Mr. CAMBRELENG, was laid on the table. 

2. Acommunication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting the amount of postages paid by 
that Department per Express mail. 

On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Posi Office and Post Roads. 

2. From the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, trans- 


mitting a report in relation to the defalcations of 


collectors, receivers, and public depositories, of the 
public money. 


On metion of Mr. BRONSON, laid on the table, 


and 5,000 extra copies ordered to be printed. 


4. From the Postmaster General, showing the 
amount of money received from the postages of 


letters and papers by Express mail, 


























































































































On motion of Mr. MONTGOMERY, referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

5. From the same, transmitting the amount of 
postages collected by that Department on newspa- 


pers and pamphlets for the six months precedi 
the 30th of June, 1837. ee 


On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, referred to the same 
committee as the foregoing. 

6. From the same officer, transmitting the esti- 
mates required on the general account of that de- 
partment ending the first day of July next. 

On motion of Mr. HAYNES, referred to the 
Committe of Ways and Means. 

7. The annual report of the Superintendent of 
the Patent Office. 

On motion of Mr. GRENNEL, laid on the 
table. 

Mr. LAWLER, on leave, presente certain joint 
resolutions of the Legislature of Alabama, em- 
bracing a proposition for the establishment of a 
pension agency in that State; which, on motion 
was referred to a select committee of three. ; 

On motion of Mr. MERCER, the bill from the 
Senate, making an appropriation for the remova} 
of the great raft on Red river was taken up, read 
twice; and on motion of CAMBRELENG comp. 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (a bill embracing the same object, 
being already reported by the House, and now be- 
fore that committee.) 

The SPEAKER communicated a letter from the 
Hon. Joun C. Crank, of New York, stating that 
the condition of his health was such that he was 
unable to attend to his duties on the Committee of 
Claims, and asking to be excused from further at- 
tendance thereon; which was agreed to, and the 
vacancy directed to be supplied. 

Mr. HOWARD, on leave, and by request, as he 
stated, of the chairman thereof, submitted an order 
to allow the select committee on the memorial of 
the Sergeant-at-arms to sit during the sessions of 
the House; which was agreed to. 

The first business in order was the considera- 
tion of the following resolution, submitted yester- 
day by Mr. MERCER: ; ‘ 

Resolved, That Messrs. Guotson and Wise, 
members of this House, between whom warm 
words have passed in debate, be required by the 
Speaker to declare in their places, that they will 
not prosecute farther the quarrel which has arisen 
this day between them. 

The question pending was on the motion of Mr. 
ee to postpone the resolution indefi- 
nitely, 

Mr. PATTON said that he had voted against 
laying the resolution on the table yesterday, but 
he was now satisfied that no benefit would result 
from further discussion, and he therefore moved 
to lay it on the table. 

Mr. MERCER calied for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and were, yeas 126, nays 64. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the State of the Union 
were discharged from the further consideration of 
the “bill making an appropriation for the suppies- 
sion of Indian hostilities;” and Mr. C. reported 
back an amended bill. 

Mr. HAYNES reported a bill to provide for the 
support of the Military Academy for the year 1338. 

Mr. SMITH reported a bill to secure the pay- 
ment of certain provisions on duty bonds connect- 
ed with the customs. 

Mr. S. having briefly explained the provisions 
of the bill, and the necessity of its immediate pas- 
sage, it was ordered to be engrossed fur a third 
reading to-morrow. 

COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. BOON reported Senate bill, without amend- 
ment, entitled an act authorizing the States to tax 
any lands within their limits sold by the United 
States; which was committed to a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 

Mr. TOUCEY reported a bill for the relief of 
Daniel Ward and George Pittman. 

Mr. GARLAND of Virginia reported a bill re- 
quiring the holding of semi-annual terms of the 


























































































































































































































































































